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CURRENT TOPICS. 


| Ip 5 unversroop that a set of new rules, in substitution for the 


meery Funds Rules, 1874, is iff course of preparation. 


Tur orDER we referred to last week, which will be found else- 

, transfers fifteen causes from the list of Mr. Justice Fry to 

that-of Vice-Chancellor Bacoy, eighty causes from the list of Mr. 

te Currry to that of Mr. Justice Pzanson, for the purpose 

oly of trial or hearing, and fifty from the list of Mr. Justice 
gry to that of Vice-Chancellor Bacon. 











Is To BE HOPED that, in addition to modifying requirements 
ch at present occasion great expense and delay to practitioners 
suitors, provision will be made by the new Chancery Funds 


es for paying periodical dividends by means of transmission 
through {he posto is done with roférence to the dividends on 
‘Government Stock’ Another point calling’ Tor attention is the 

wit which is required to verify the residue of a fund after 
Mpecific dealings with it. Surely the Chancery Paymaster ought 
‘Mo be compelled to say what the result is when one sum is deducted 
om another without the assistance of an affidavit to ascertain the 
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> We srarep last week, in referring to the new form of adminis- 
fation account, that we were informed that the new forms could 
hot be purchased from the law stationers, but might be obtained 
fatisat Somersct House. Our information was derived from state- 

lents made at Somerset House ; but it would seem that the authori- 
fies have altered their intentions, for we are now informed by an 
*minent firm of law stationers that ‘‘the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue intend to allow ‘authorized forms’ to be sold by some of 
the London law stationers.” 





> We proposer hereafter to discuss the Court of Criminal Appeal 
iii and the Criminal Code (Indictable Offences Procedure) Bill, 
mt we may at once call attention to the peculiar fact that Part 
Will, of the Procedure Bill contains a set of provisions as to 
‘triminal appeal considerably differing from, and sometimes incon- 
astent with, those contained in the Appeal Bill. Thus, in the 
frocedure Bill, the quorum of the court is five, whereas in the 
ippeal Bill, it is three ; in the Procedure Bill the judges are taken 
fom the High Court, whereas in the Appeal Bill they are taken 
Hom both the High Court and the Court of Appeal. Both Bills 
frovide for a further appeal to the House of Lords, by leave, but 
m entirely different terms. Both Bills also allow a new trial, 
but the Procedure Bill alone makes provision for a new trial by 
Order of the Secretary of State, ‘if, upon any application for the 
1 y of the Crown on behalf of any person convicted of an in- 
table offence,” that Minister ‘entertains a doubt whether such 
son ought to have been convicted.” The Appeal Bill, we 
erve, contains twenty-cight clauses, whereas Part VIII. of the 
cedure Bill contains nine clauses only. 





» 45 AXoTurR cotumy there will be found a synopsis of the Bank- 
iptey Bill introduced into the House of Commons by the 
eadent of the Board of Trude immediately after the opening of 
r Unlike the Bill of 1881, which was an amending 
present Bill proposes to consoljdate as well as to 


MUOCIL. 


a ‘onk , the 





amend the law of bankruptcy. The main of the Bill of 
1881, however, are adhered to—namely, the appointment of ofc 
receivers to the various courts; the appoin e of 

d verning body in all bankrupteies; the abolition of 
the present proceedings for liquidation or composition, and the 
substitution of other provisions for composition or other scheme of 
arrangement after a public examination of the debtor, a report 
by the official receiver, and subject to the approval of the court to 
be given or withheld in conformity with rules and regulations 
therein provided. On points of detail the Bill makes many altera- 
tions from the proposals of 1881, showing the advantages of the 
discussion and further consideration of the question which have 
been had in the meantime. We notice that some of the most 
objectionable minor features of the former Bill are eliminated from 
the present one, such as the reduction of the amount of the peti- 
tioning creditor’s debt, the omission of a declaration of imability to 
pay as an act of bankruptcy, the introduction of the words refer- 
ring to departure by a debtor from his place of business and 
dwelling-house in that act of bankruptcy, the limitation of three 
months within which a proof could be admitted or amended 
except with leave, the prohibition of proxies to be held by a bank- 
tupt’s solicitor, the ridiculously small scale of remuneration to 
trustees in cases where the assets do not exceed £3,000, and 
various other provisions which were pointed out by us im our 
remarks upon the Bill of 1881. On the other hand, various new 
proposals are introduced. We shall take occasion hereafter to 
discuss the principal provisions of the Bill more fully. 





In appitton to the Bankruptcy Bill introduced by Mr. Cuampenr- 
tary, a Bill to amend the law of bankruptcy has also been 
introduced by Mr. Drxon-Harttanp, Mr. Gorsr, and Sir E. Lzcu- 
MERE. This is the Bill, with amendments, promoted by the 
same members last session, being founded on the Government Bill 
of 1881. Many of such amendments are im accordance with 
the suggestions which we have made in these columns, for 
instance, the reduction of the time for which an assignment 
for benefit of creditors is to remain available as an act of 
bankruptcy, so as to give creditors, mere particularly in small 
estates, an opportunity of avoiding expense by adopting that course 
without having to delay the division of the estate for so long a time 
as at present ; the following additional act of bankruptcy: ‘‘ That 
the debtor, being a trader, has executed a bill of sale or other 
assignment of, or security over, his stock-in-trade, or any part 
thereof, other than in the ordinary way of his business ;” the limita- 
tion of the rights of voting by creditors of a firm holding collateral 
security upon the separate estate of any member thereof, and vice 
versa ; some additional provisions in the clause relating to the 
administration in bankruptey of the estates of deceased persons; a 
proviso saving for bankrupts’ estates the benefit of tenants’ fixtures 
upon leasehold premises discleimed ; the inclusion in the portions 
of enactments to be repealed of sub-section 5 of section 15 of the 
present Act, which would have the effect of repealing the present 
law as to goods and chattels of others in the order and disposition 
of bankrupts ; and a number of other amendments upon minor 
points The introduction of these provisions into Mr. Dixon Hant- 
LAND’s Bill will imsure consideration by the Committee on the 
Bankruptcy Bills of many points which we think ought to be 
brought under their notice. 





Last WEEK we noted a case (In re Aston, supra, p. 275) which 
probably settles the law upon one of those practical points which, 
without seeming to be obviously of great moment, are not without 
a perceptible effect upon the convenience of the public and the 
general practitioner. We regret to say that it has ps been 
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settled in the way which we think would have been most conducive 
to the public convenience. Everybody knows that marriage 
settlements are apt sometimes to start with a larger equip- 
ment of trustees than can, without difficulty, be maintained 
at its full strength. Sections 31 and 32 of the Conveyancing 
Act of 1881 very thoughtfully provided a remedy in such cases ; 
the former section permitting an appointment of a new trustee or 
trustees to be made without filling up the original number if 
more than two; and the latter section permitting one of several 
(being more than two) trustees to be discharged from the trust with- 
out any new trustee being appointed in his place. It remained a 
question whether this principle would be applied to appointments 
of new trustees by the court. This had been frequently. done. 
Lord Romy (Re Stokes’ Trusts, L. R. 13 Eq. 333) in 1872, upon 
the retirement of one trustee, appointed the two continuing trustees 
to be sole trustees. This anticipation of section 32 of the Con- 
veyancing Act has been followed by the present Masrer of the 
Roxts and by the late Vice-Chancellor Maxrs several times. But, 
in 1880, Lo ice wn (Re Colyer, W. N. 1880, p. 131, 
50 L. J. Rep. Ch. 79) declined to allow a lunatic, one of three 
trustees, to be discharged without a third new trustee being 
a’ inthis stead: It was, we believe, generally hoped that 
the above-mentioned sections would encourage the court to take the 
wider view of its authority and of general expediency. But in the 
cove of In r-Astos, where it was sought to discharge one trustee, 
who was a lunatic, out of four existing trustees, the Master of the 
Rotts held that, though his own opinion remained unchanged, the 
necessity for keeping the practice of the court uniform would 
oblige it to adhere to the more rigorous standard laid down by the 
Lord Justice Corrox, from which the latter was not willing to 
recede. The other judges concurred in this opinion; and we 
therefore suppose that the rule so laid down is not likely very soon 
to be relaxed. 





Mr. Justice Srepnen, in his new work on the History of the 
Criminal Law of England, states, without the least hesitation, 
that eloquence in the conduct of criminal cases in England simply 
does not exist. He says, “It is worthy of observation that 
eloquence, either in prosecuting or defending prisoners, is almost 
unknown and unattempted at the bar” (vol. 1, p. 429). Again, 
he says, ‘‘ Few stronger proofs are to be found of the simplicity 
of English taste in the matter of making speeches than the 
exceedingly prosaic character of speeches in defence of prisoners ” 
(vol. 1, p. 454). We must confess to having experienced a good 
deal of surprise when we read these statements, standing almost 
entirely unqualified. And we would ask what docs Mr. Justice 
Srernen understand by the term “eloquence” ? We should define 
eloquence—forensic eloqguence—to be the art of persuasive speak- 
ing, the object being to make an impression on the hearers, 
influence their convictions, and arouse their feelings. The suc- 
cess of which must be judged by its answering the purpose for 
which it was intended. Tried by such a test, we should adjudge 
to English forensic eloquence a high standard of excellence. Had 
Mr. Justice Srerney said that mere declamation was now repugnant 
te the modern surroundings of a criminal trial, we should have 
agreed with him. Such rhetorical flights as Curran’s, when 
he spoke of “the catacombs beneath the castle where the 
wretch that is buried a man is kept till his heart has had time to 
fester and dissolye, and then is dug up a witness,” would not be 
in consonance with the critical spirit of the present time, and 
would fail to evoke the feelings that the speaker sought to arouse. 
But, on the other hand, to say that eloquence is absent from our 
courts, because rhetoric and declamation are absent, is to confuse 
eloquence with declamation—two things, as it seems to us, which 
are, though closely connected, essentially distinct. As an example 
of eloquence of the best kind, made use of for the prosecution, we 
would refer to the closing speech of Sir Joun Horxer in the Wain- 
wright ease. With such force and pathos was the picture drawn of 
the murdered woman who had sacrificed her life, her chastity, her 
all, at the bidding of the prisoner at the bar, that the feelings of 
strong men even were overcome. As an example of eloquence in 
defending a prisoner we would cite the speech of Mr. E. Crarxe in 
the Detective case. What could be more logical and what, at the same 
time, could be more truly eloquent than that defence? ‘There 
are thousands of men,” said the advocate, “ doing their duty quictly 


and patiently in the same profession which he [the prisoner 
adorned, doing their duty quietly and patiently, and Tooking with 
very earnest hopes to the result of this trial. Day by day, with 
their scanty pay, with very little opportunity for distinction or 
reward, carrying their lives in their hands—for they are dealj 
with the worst enemies of — men do their steadfast 
work of duty, and the broadcloth covers a heart as true to the 
devotion of duty as the judge’s ermine or the bishop’s lawn. . , . 
If your verdict should be against these men, the whole army of scoun. 
drels amongst us will rejoice, carousing over the thought that the 
defences of society are broken down, that the men who have been 
foremost in attacking them have been stricken, and that they may 
be free for the carnival of crime. May he go out from this 
court, not discharged because the jury could not agree, not with 
some bastard verdict of not proven to hang round his neck for the 
rest of his life the irremovable stigma of suspicion or crime, but 
with the straightforward, honest ‘ Not Guilty,’ that sends him back 
to his friends an honoured man; that sends him back, for the rest 
of his life, to enjoy the ‘love, obedience, honour, troops of friends, 
and all that should accompany old age’; to leave to his children 
when he goes an heirloom richer than wealth can purchase, grandes 
than power can create—the splendid heritage of an unsullied 
name.” If language such as this is not eloguent—and we might cite 
numbers of criminal trials in recent times where equal eloquence 
has been employed—we confess that we are at a loss to understand 
what true forensic eloquence is. 





ProrLE wHO THINK that the Conveyancing Acts (especially the 
first one) are not perfectly satisfactory productions, may, per: 
be doing them injustice ; but it is difficult to believe that the Act 
of 1881 (at all events) might not have been made better than 
it in fact is. A correspondent to-day calls our attention to sections 
58 and 59; which are distinguished by the peculiarity that ther 
marginal notes are universally admitted to have been somehow 
interchanged. We might add that the language of these margiml 
notes has about it a tinge of absurdity which suggests a doult 
whether their composer attached any particular meaning to the 
language used by the composer of the sections to which they ze- 
spectively do not relate. If this happened to be the case, we can 
sympathize with the failure to understand section 58, which we 
have always regarded as one of the most inscrutable eni 
to be found in the Statute Book. We have never been able to oe 
this section alters the previous law. But this very difficulty makes 
the reply to our correspondent’s question very easy. He evi 
perceives that it would be unwise to undertake to decide hi 
what (if anything) is the meaning of this section, merely in order 
that he may escape the slight trouble of writing two or three words 
half-a-dozen times in a lease. And if our correspondent will con- 
sult Messrs. WotstenHoLME and TuRNER’s note upon section 58 (Con- 
veyancing Acts, 2nd ed., p. 97), he will find that those eminent 


question, whether the word ‘‘ assigns” must be expressed in order 
that the assigns may be bound by covenants of his class (2), in the 
affirmative. ‘To bind the assigns,” they say, ‘‘ they must still be 
mentioned where mention was necessary before the Act ; for instaneé, 
in a lease where the covenant concerns a thing not in esse at the 
demise, as to build a wall (Spencer’s case).” Our correspondent 
rightly thinks that, whether the words of the Act are or are not 
clear, he will act wisely in doing exactly what he would have 
done if they had been non-existent. Section 59 apparently deals 
enly with the creation of specialty debts. 
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The work of demulishing the old law courts has proceeded eo far that # 
portion of the wall of Westminster Hall is now exposed to view, includ 
two ancient buttresses, Itisexpected that the courts will be entirely re 
by the end of next month. 

On Tuesday, in the House of Commons, Mr. J. Btewart asked the Lord 
Advocate whether the committee of judges, now engaged in framing new rales 
of legal procedure, had agreed to make such alterations in the rule to the 
jurisdiction of English courts over persons resident in Scstland as, in bis judg: 
ment, were sulticient to remove the ‘ance complained of. The Lord 
Advocate ssid that there had been draft amendments to the rules 
which it was boped would remove the complaived of, but be was 206 
aware whetber they bad been en by the committee of judges. He 
hoped to be abe to answer that question shortly, 





] has 


commentators have felt themselves able to answer his specifi” 
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THE GOVERNMENT BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


of 
| ereditors as at present, subject to certain facts which, if proved, are 
| todisentitle a bankrupt to his discharge. 
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Tats Bill, which bears the names of Mr. Chamberlain, the Solicitor- 
General, and Mr. John Holmes, was issued last week. It is entitled 
“A Bill to amend and consolidate the Law of Bankruptcy,” and 
consists of 158 clauses, the first three being preliminary, and the 
remainder being divided into eight parts. 

Part I., comprising clauses 4—27, relates to proceedings from act 
of bankruptcy to discharge. Clause 4 defines what are acts of 
bankruptcy. A declaration of inability to pay, which was omitted 
from the Bill of 1881, is retained; judgment summonses are sub- 
stituted for debtors’ summonses; and all acts of bankruptcy are 
made applicable to non-traders as well as to traders. Clauses 5— 
12 relate to the receiving order, which is to be made in the first 
instance instead of an order of adjudication ; and regulate the prac- 
tice upon the filing of a petition, which may be by either a debtor 
ora creditor. The £50 required to constitute a petitioning credi- 
tor’s debt (which, by the Bill of 1881, was proposed to be reduced 
to £20) is retained, and the debt is to be “‘a liquidated sum payable 
either immediately or at some certain future time.” These clauses 
also contain provisions for creditors to be restrained on the making 
of a receiving order without any special application as required at 
present ; and for the appointment of the official receiver as receiver, 
with power to him to appoint a special manager of the debtor’s 
business—the latter being an adoption of a suggestion in Mr. Dixon- 
Hartland’s Bill of last session. Clauses 13 and 14 relate to pro- 
wedings consequent on a receiving order being made, and provide 
for the appointment of a first meeting of the creditors to consider 
whether a composition or scheme of arrangement shall be accepted, 
or whether the debtor shall be adjudged bankrupt, and also refer to 
schedule 1, which contains rules for the regulation of meetings of 
qreditors and the voting thereat, and also as to proxies by creditors. 
Clause 14 also provides for a statement of affairs to be presented 
by every debtor against whom a receiving order shall be 
made. Clause 15 relates to the public examination of every 
debtor, and clause 16 makes elaborate provisions for the carry- 
ing out of any composition or scheme of arrangement accepted 


_ by the creditors by special resolutions passed at both the 


first and confirmatory meetings, and approved by the court 
after the public examination of the debtor and upon hearing a 
teport of the official receiver. Clauses 17—20 refer to adjudication 
of bankruptcy in case the creditors so resolve, or in case a composi- 
tion or scheme is not carried out, and to the appointment by an 
ordinary resolution of a trustee, who is to give security to the 
satisfaction of the Board of Trade, with or without a committee of 
inspection (to consist of not less than three nor more than five 


 ereditors), and to the acceptance of a composition after adjudication. 


Clauses 21—24 relate to the control over the person and the property 
of the debtor, and re-enact, with amendments, many of the provisions 
of the present Act. Clauses 25—27 make provisions for the discharge 

ssh am which is to be left entirely to the court, and not to 


The provision in section 
49 of the present Act, that an order of discharge shall not release a 
cekrept from any debt incurred by fraud or breach of trust, or 
whereof he has obtained forbearance by fraud, is omitted. The last 


| of these clauses constitutes the obtaining of credit to the extent of 
| £20 by an undischarged bankrupt, without disclosing his position, a 


misdemeanour. 

Part II. comprises clauses 28—32, and relates to the disqualifica- 
tion of bankrupts from sitting in either House of Parliament, acting 
as justices of the peace, or holding any municipal or other public 
oflice, with power to the court to annul adjudication in certain 
‘tases 


Part III. relates to administration of property, and comprises 
causes 33—60. Clauses 33—37 regulate proofs of debt, being pro- 
Wsions, with trifling alterations, similar to the present law, some 
of such provisions appearing in the clauses mentioned, and others 
Mthe 2nd schedule to the Bill. Clause 38 reduces the time to 
Which a trustee’s title would relate back to an act of bankruptcy 
‘mmitted within siz months (instead of twelve months, as at 
esent) before a receiving order, and clause 39 practically re-enacts 

nm 15 of the present Act as to the property of a bankrupt 
le amongst the creditors. Clauses 40—44 make provisions as 





 Wtho cffect of bankruptcy on antecedent transactions, namely, on 








executions or attachments; defining the duties of a sheriff in such 
case ; avoiding voluntary settlements (similar to section 91 of the 
present Act, but extending it to non-traders) ; avoiding fraudulent 
preferences (the saving clause as to payees in geod faith being 
omitted), and protecting bond fide transactions with parties prior to 
the date of a receiving order, without notice of prior act of -bank- 
ruptcy, including ‘any payment by the bankrupt to any of his 
creditors.” Clauses 45—52 relate to realization of property by a 
trustee. Clause 50 is in place of sections 23 and 24 of the present 
Act as to disclaiming onerous property, and includes provisions with 
the object of saving for bankrupts’ estates tenants’ fixtures on any 
leasehold property disclaimed. Clause 51 defines the powers of a 
trustee as to dealing with property, and clause 52 gives further 
powers to trustees with the sanction of the committee of inspection. 
Clauses 53—60 relate to distribution of property by way of dividends, 
and give power to the trustee to make allowance for maintenance 
to a bankrupt with the permission of the committee, and, in case of 
this not being done, power is given-to the court to do so. 

Part IV. comprises clauses 61—65, and relates to official receivers 
and staff of Board of Trade, regulating their powers and duties. 
The official receivers are to be appointed by the Board of Trade 
from ‘‘ such registrars of county courts not having jurisdiction in 
bankruptcy, high bailiffs, and such other persons as they think fit.” 

Part V. consists of clauses 66—83, and is entitled “‘ Trustees in 
Bankruptcy.” Clause 66 relates to the remuneration of the trustee, 
which is to be fixed by an ordinary resolution of creditors in the 
nature of a commission or percentage, partly on the amount realized 
and partly on the amount distributed, subject to the Board of 
Trade’s approval thereof in certain cases, with other provisions. 
Clause 67 provides for the taxation of costs similarly to rule 4 of the 
Rules of 1871. Clauses 68—73 are entitled, ‘‘ Receipts, Payments, 
Accounts, Audit,” and make provisions similar to the proposals of 
the Government Bill of 1881, for payment of moneys of estates by 
trustees into the Bank of England, but with this alteration from 
the former proposals, that the Board of Trade may, on the appliea- 
tion of the committee, sanction their payment into a local bank. 
The accounts of trustees are to be audited by the Board of Trade, and 
other provisions are made as to the books and statements to be kept. 
Clause 74 makes provision for the release of trustees; clause 75 for 
their official name in which to sue, &c.; clauses 76—79 for their 
appointment and removal; clause 80 limits their rights of voting; 
and clauses 81—83 make provisions for their acting according to the 
directions of the committee or creditors, and under the control 
of the court and Board of Trade. 

Part VI. regulates the ‘‘ Constitution, Procedure, and Powers of 
Court,” and consists of clauses 84—112. The courts to: have 
jurisdiction are to be the High Court and the county courts; 
the London Bankruptcy Court is to be transferred to the High 
Court ; and there are regulations as to the transaction of bankruptey 
business by a special judge of the High Court. Other regu- 
lations are provided as to the court which is to have jurisdiction in 
certain cases; as to transfer of proceedings; powers of courts to 
determine questions arising in bankruptcy ; powers of registrars of 
courts having bankruptcy jurisdiction ; debtors’ summonses under 
section 5 of the Debtors Act, 1869, are to be transferred to the bank- 
ruptcy judge of the High Court, with other provisions in conneec- 
tion therewith; and appeals in bankruptey matters are to be 
direct from the High Court or any county court to the Court of 
Appeal, and with leave therefrom to the House of Lords. Clauses 
97—107 are headed ‘“ Procedure,” and relate to discretionary 
powers of the court; consolidation of petitions ; substitution of 
petitioning creditor ; continuance of proceedings on death of a 
debtor ; power to stay proceedings, or to adjourn or dismiss peti- 
tion ; power for creditor to present petition against one partner 
only, and for court to dismiss petition against some respondents 
only ; with provisions as to joint and separate property vesting in 
the same trustee ; as to actions by trustee and —— partners, 
and on joint contracts. Clause 108 relates to the disability of officers 
of courts to sit in the House of Commons, and clauses 109—112 make 
provisions as to orders and warrants of court and the enforcement 
thereof, similar to those contained in the present Act. 

Part VII. consists of two clauses — (113 and 114) and 
regulates ‘“ Small Bankruptcies.” A small bankruptcy is where 
the assets do not exceed in value £300, in which case the court may 
adjudicate the debtor bankrupt summarily, and the official receiver 
is to be the trustee, without a committee of inspection, but he is te 
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Sete Srepesd sondulion to: applet op Sndoperions antes: 
ution to appoint an independent ; 
in elaborate net ep made as to judgments 
in a county court against a debtor whose total debts do 
exceed £50, and power is given to the court in such case to 
an order as to the administration of his estate and future 
earnings, and for the payment of his debts. 

Part VIII. comprises the whole of the remaining clauses of the 
Bill—viz., 115—158, and is entitled ‘‘ Supplemental.” Of these 
clauses, 115—118 regulate the application of the Act, excluding 
corporations, but including persons having privilege of Parliament, 
and providing for the administration in bankruptcy of the estates of 

ms whose estates are insolvent. Clause 119 provides 
for the making of General Rules by the Lord Chancellor and the 
President of the Board of Trade. Clauses 120—122 relate to fees, 
salaries, expenditure, and returns of the Board of Trade, and 
registrars and other officers of courts. Clauses 123—131 make regula- 
tions as to copies of the Gazette, minutes of proceedings at meetings 
of creditors, and office copies of proceedings being receivable in 
evidence ; as to swearing affidavits; depositions of witnesses who 
have since died ; bankruptcy courts to have official seals ; certificates 
of the Board of Trade; appeals from the Board of Trade to the 
court ; and proceedings of the Board of Trade. Clause 132 regulates 
the computation of time ; clause 133 the service of notices ; clause 
134 provides that formal defects shall not invalidate proceedings ; 
clause 135 provides for the exemption of deeds, &c., from stamp duty, 
except in respect of fees thereunder. Clause 136 requires sales under 
executions exceeding £50 to be by public auction and advertised ; and 
clause 137 abolishes the application of writs of elegit to goods. Clause 
138 provides for the case of a trustee becoming bankrupt ; and clause 
139 for a corporation to act by its officers, a firm by any of its 
members, and a lunatic by his committee or curator bonis. Clauses 
140—142 refer to the construction of former Acts. Clauses 
143—151 are “‘ Transitory Provisions,” and refer to the Comptroller 
in Bankruptcy and his staff; abolition of existing offices; per- 
formance of new duties by persons whose offices may be abolished, 
with other regulations as to same; transfer of estates in liquida- 
tion under the present Act to official receiver in the event of 
vacancy in the office of trustee, also on the close of a bankruptcy or 
liquidation, and in the London Bankruptcy Court from the regis- 
trars to the official receivers. Clauses 152—156 add further pro- 
visions to the criminal clauses of the Debtors Act, 1869, for the 
punishment of fraudulent debtors, by extending the provisions of 
that Act to debtors petitioning for bankruptcy ; giving power to 
court to order prosecution on the application of the official receiver, 
and to commit for trial, with all the powers of a stipendiary 
magistrate for that purpose, such prosecutions to be instituted and 
carried on by the Director of Public Prosecutions; and providing 
that a debtor shall not be exempt from being proceeded against 
criminally by reason of his having obtained a discharge, or a com- 
position or scheme of arrangement having been carried. Clause 
157 gives the i tion of certain terms, and provides for the 
schedules to the Act to have effect as part thereof, whilst clause 158 
provides for the repeal of the enactments mentioned in the 4th 
schedule, the principal of which is the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 

Of the schedules to the Bill, which are four in number, the Ist 
schedule relates to meetings of creditors, and is divided into twenty- 
four clauses, regulating how meetings are to be summoned, where 
to be held, who is to be chairman, who is to be entitled to vote, 
and as to proxies by creditors (the last named being, for the most 
part, an adoption of Mr. Dixon-Hartland’s proposals), quorwin 
required to be present, and minutes to be kept. The 2nd 
schedule relates to proofs of debts by secured and unsecured credi- 
tors, and incorporates some of Mr. Dixon-Hartland’s excellent 
proposals upon this point. This schedule incorporates many of the 
provisions of the present Act and Rules, such as section 37 relating 
to proof in of distinct contracts; section 35 as to periodical 
payments, other provisions as to interest, debts payable at a 
future time, and the admission or rejection of proofs by the trustee. 
The 4rd schedule contains a list of the metropolitan county 
courts included within the jena of the London Bankruptcy 
Court; and the 4th schedule contains a list of the enactments to 
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be repealed. 
A stained giaes window is about to be io the church of 
Milford, Hants, in memory of the late Jeoties Thesiger 
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THE JURISDICTION CONFERRED UPON 
COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY BY SECTION . 


72 OF THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1869, 
Ut. 


In our two previous articles we reviowed somewhat at length the various 
authorities which have been reported upon the effect of the above section. 
A careful study of those authorities leads us now to ask ourselves, first, 
what were the objects sought to be attained by the Legislature in giving 
the extended jurisdiction to courts of bankruptcy which was given by 
the section ? secondly, how far the section has been successful in accom. 
plishing such objects, or in what respects it has failed therein ? and, 
thirdly, in what manner the present law might beneficially be amended ? 

Upon the first question, it is clear from the earlier authorities what 
was the opinion of the judges as to the intention of the Legislature, 
Thus, Giffard, L.J., in Zw parte Anderson, laid it down that the very 
fullest powers to determine all questions arising in any bankruptcy were 
conferred upon the courts, and that “‘ it was the intention of the Legis- 
lature that the bankruptcy courts should be complete and sufficient 
in themselves” to decide such questions. And the Chief Judge, in 
Macdonald v. Purves, in the same way said that the policy of the law 
was that in bankruptcy “ there shall be one tribunal for the determina- 
tion of all questions arising” therein. The words of James, L.J., in 
Ex parte Cohen also are scarcely less comprehensive—visz., that the 
intention of the Legislature was “that one court should decide every 
question necessary for the administration of the bankrupt’s estate,” 
whilst, with regard to composition arrangements, the language of 
Mellish, L.J., in Ea parte Hartel, is equally wide. And, indeed, 
there cannot be much doubt that in passing the section the Legislature 
had in view quite as coraprehensive an application thereof as is indicated 
by those learned judges. The keeping down of the costs of the 
administration of bankrupts’ estates has always constituted one of the 
principal aims of the Legisiature in amending the law of bankruptcy 
from time to time, though we must confess that that end has not been 


attained to any extent in any of the amendments which have been 


effected since 1849, but rather, we should say, the contrary. - It may, 
however, very well have been considered by the Legislature that, by 
constituting the Court of Bankruptcy, having jurisdiction in any bank- 
ruptcy, the proper tribunal to decide all questions whatsoever affecting 
the estate to be administered, very considerable expense would be saved 
in very many cases where difficult questions had to be decided and 
adverse claims adjusted. And, further, it was quite reasonable that such 
courts should have conferred upon them the same powers as the Court of 
Chancery had in matters coming within its cognizance, and this was also 
given to such courts by sections 65 and 66, so as to give effect to the 
extended jurisdiction conferred upon the courts by the section we are dis- 
cussing. 

The intention of the Legislature then being such as we have pointed out, 
the second question arises, How far the section has been successful in 
accomplishing its objects, or in what respect it has failed thereint Now, 
upon the question of jurisdiction all the authorities agree that the courts 
of bankruptcy have the fullest and amplest jurisdiction to decide all 
questions in any bankruptcy, and, indeed, it could not have been held 
otherwise without expressly overruling the earlier cases of Ha parte 
Anderson and Ea parte Cohen. But in the later cases the Court of 
Appeal appears to have been startled at the extent to which the jurisdic- 
tion was assumed by the different courts in trying questions of magnitude 
and importance, as well as of great variety, which, under ordinary circum- 
stances, would have had to have been tried by the ordinary tribunals of 
the land. And accordingly they fix upon the qualifying words in the 
section, “‘ which the court may deem it nocessary or expedient to decide,” 
upon which to lay down a general rule against the assumption of the 
jurisdiction by the courts except in certain cases, The effect of these 
decisions taken collectively we will discuss presently, but before doing 
so let us consider shortly the effect of Hillis v. Silber and cases of the 
same class. The somewhat sweeping language used by Lord Selborne in 
that caso may very well excuse the notion to which it gave rise, that the 
decisions in Ea parte Anderson and Ea parte Cohen had been disap- 
proved by him; but a more careful perusal of his words demonstrates 
clearly that such was not his real intention, and that he was only dealing 
with the point as to whether the Court of Bankruptoy had exclusive 
jurisdiction in the matter #0 as to oust the Court of Chancery, in which 
court the action then before him had been brought. ‘This was well sad 
clearly explained by Lord Coleridge in the passage from his judgment in 
Harris ¥. Halliday which we quoted at the Gonclusion of our first 
article. 

We have now to consider the effect of the last series of cases before 
the Court of Appeal, beginning with Hw parte Dickin, The effect 
of these we think, we may sum up as follows :-— 
the 72nd section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, confers upon courts 
of bankruptey the fullest {urisdiction to decide all questions aris- 
ing in any bankruptcy of which they have cognizance, such juris 
diction, so far as regards questions which, but for the bankruptcy; 
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courts of the realm, necessary to decide,” 

t oust them from having | remain unaltered in the section, so long, we take it, will the rules laid 

down in Hx parte Dickin and subsequent cases be also in force, so that 

cases if it thinks proper, | the proposal of clause 89, sub-clause 3 would not be likely to have much 

parties from proceeding in any other practical effect. But if the words in the section which we have quoted 
¢ in cases where, by | were altered so as to read, “ which it may be necessary to decide,” then, 

an the bankrupt him- | probably, the case would be very different, and we are inclined to think 

f bankruptcy law, and | that such amendment, in conjunction with the clauses proposed by Mr. 

at issue is large, or where the Chamberlain, would be most beneficial, both in point of expedition and 

tere of persons who desire the | of economy, notwithstanding the remarks of James, LJ., in Ez parte 
rdinary way. Now, let us see what is | Pannell which we have quoted above, The point is one which, in any 
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THE CONVEYANCING ACT, 1881. 
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tae—to complain of that effect. We have simply pointed out the result 
dthe authorities in order to shew that the section has not been 
meessful in achieving the objects 
fe Act was passed, And it is no 
marks upon the section made by the judges of the Court of Appeal in 
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=. aio Cah open to be peotneed een Be pees at a 
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by trustees of a covenant to produce (in Davidson’s Precedents, 
4th edition), that trustees should not enter into a covenant 
entailing future liability; but as the precedent to which the 
foot-note is attached contains a covenant to keep the deeds 
safe, whole, and uncancelled, it would appear that the editor meant 
the word “future” to refer, not to the time from which the covenant 
is entered into, but to the period which would arrive after the deeds, 
the subject of the covenant, were parted with. As the acknowledg- 
ment and undertaking for safe custody under the Act impose no 
liability upon the parties entering into the undertaking after the deeds 
are with (which is considered to imply parted with properly), 
the effect of the undertaking seems to be the same as a limited 
covenant entered into before the Act, to produce and to keep the deeds 
safe, whole, and uncancelled. 

With reference to these points counsel is of opinion that: (i.) Under 
an open contract, since the Conveyancing Act, the vendor is not liable 
to the expense of producing deeds in ion of the vendor’s mort- 

in either of the cases mentioned—namely, (a.) where the prop- 
erty is included in the mortgage, or (b.) where the property is released 
from the mortgage—but the mortgagee retains the deeds, and the 
is bound to pay the costs of the mortgagee’s solicitors of 
producing deeds, All these are expenses of production and inspection 
of documents not in the vendor's possession, within section 3, sub-section 
6. (ii.) That trustees and mortgagees should only give the acknow- 
ledgment of right to production, and not the undertaking of safe cus- 
tody. It is true that liability under the undertaking ceases when the 
undertaker ceases (in a proper manner) ‘‘ to have possession or con- 
trol,” in consequence of the deeds being rightfully delivered to 
another ; but if by neglect the deeds, while “in possession or control ” 
of the mortgagee or trustee, are not kept “safe, whole, &c.,” counsel 
thinks he would become liable under the undertaking, and is not 
bound to incur this liability, though he may be liable even without 
the undertaking. 

The covenant referred to in Davidson’s Precedents is prefaced by a 
declaration that itis not to make the covenantors liable in damages, and 
was, in counsel’s view, intended to prevent any liability whatever on 
the part of the trustees to damages, but damages are the only remedy 
for not keeping deeds “safe, &c.,” and the declaration is repugnant to 
the covenant, and, therefore, void: see Williams y. Hathaway (6 
Ch. D. 544), a case subsequent to the publication of the precedent 
referred to, which may account for its form, which cannot now be 
considered correct. The part of the covenant as to safe keeping 
should be omitted. 








REVIEWS. 


MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACTS, 


Tue Marerep Women’s Prorerty Acts, 1870, 1874, ann 1882, 
Wir Coriovs axp Expianatory Norges. Anp AN APPENDIX oF Acts 
RELATING TO Marrrep Women. By S. Worruineron Bromrizxp, 
Barrister-at-Law. (Being the Fifth Edition of Griffiths’ Married 
‘Womens’ Property Acts.) Stevens & Haynes. 


Upon the whole, we are of opinion that this is the best work upon the 
subject which has been issued since the passing of the recent Act. Its 
position as a well-established manual of acknowledged worth gives it at 
starting a considerable advantage over new books; and this advantage 
has been well maintained by the intelligent treatment of the editor. 
The Appendix of Acts is also a useful feature; indeed, we have long 
been of opinion that a good appendix of cognate Acts is such a sweet 
boon that, in consideration of it, many sins might often be forgiven. 
We observe that the learned editor has no shadow of doubt that, upon 
the death intestate of a woman married after the commencement of the 
Act, the husband, if surviving, will be entitled (of course upon terms 
similar to those before the Act) to curtesy of her real estates of inherit- 
ance, and also to her personal estate, whether chattele, or chattels real, 
in possession, or choses in action. We incline strongly to the same 
opinion ; bat we think that it can hardly fail to be tested by litigation, 
and we are not quite satisfied, in the present case, with the learned 
editor's reasoning, especially upon the latter point. He repeats his 
opinion more than once. ‘‘ Therefore if she [the wife] die intestate, her 
husband will succeed to her personal estate in possession and her chattels 
real in his marital right, . . . and to her things in action as her 
administrator” (p. 59), {subject to the payment of her debts. It is 
quite true that, by the common law, the husband takes his wife’s chattels 
real by his marital right, and not as administrator; which gives the 
reason why he does not need any administration after her death in order 
to make out his title to them, and aleo why he can dispose of them at 
will during the coverture, though, if undisposed of, they will go to the 
wife, if surviving, by survivorship. But since the Act has undoubtedly 

all claim of the husband until the wife’s death—that is, until 
the determination of the coverture—we do not quite see how this claim 
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essential. Upon these grounds we incline to suppose that the husband's” 
commencement) be restricted to his cli. by administration. tae 
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THE ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACT. 
Tus Exzcrric Licutine Acr, 1882, anp THe ACTS INCORPORATED THERE. 


wite, By Crement Hicervs and E. W. W. Epwarps, Barristers.at. 
Law. Clowes & Sons, “ 


We have no hesitation in pronouncing this to be by far the best of the 
three works which have appeared in connection with the Electric Light- 
ing Act. The authors occupy the happy mean between the brevity 
of Mr, Fitzgerald and the prolixity of Messrs. Webb and Bower. The 
notes are not confined to legal, but give also general and scientific 
information, containing short extracts from the evidence given before 
the Select Committee upon whose report the Bill was founded, and 9 
very useful estimate of the relative cost of gas and electric lighting, 
taken from the report of the Gas Committee to the Town Council of 
Birmingham. The only fault: which we have to find is that this informa. 
tion occasionally takes up too many pages of notes, so as to render the 
continuous reading of the Act somewhat difficult, and the same remark 
applies to the incorporated statutes. The proper course would surely 
have been to relegate such bulky matter to separate places in the book. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE ‘* LAW LIST,” AND “CALENDAR,” 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) : 
Sir,—Here we are with nearly eight weeks, or between a seventh and 
eighth part of the year, gone, and neither of the above-named publica. 

tions is out, whilst the clerical, medical, and other directories are pul 
lished by the first day of the year. The reason, no doubt, to be d 
is, that, as solicitors’ annual certificates are renewable by law down to 
the 15th of December, it takes a couple of months and more after that 
date to issue the official Law List, and the Incorporated Law ys 

Calendar ; and the reason is probably a valid one, but why should not 
certificate duty be made payable a couple of months earlier in the yeu, 
and so enable the publishers to get out the publications by the lt 
of January in future ? 
All that would be required is to get the Inland Revenue authorities in 
their annual Omnibus Bill of the session to make the annual certifi. 
cate duty payable during the month of September, instead of as at present 
in the month ending the 15th of December, and the thing is done. It 
will make no difference to the Government or Exchequer, and whilst for 
the first year the payment is: made a little earlier, the future payments 
will be a twelvemonth apart as at present. I strongly commend the 
suggestion to the Council of the Incorporated Law Society of the United 

Kingdom, and the profession generally. Joun MILER 
Bristol, Feb, 22. ; 


[Our correspondent will, probably, have received his calendar this 
week.—Eb, S.J 





THE NEW FORM OF ADMINISTRATION ACCOUNT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) : 

Sir,—When will these arbitrary changes respecting probate and 
administration end? For how long are we to be the sport of the 
Somerset House authorities ? 

I see by your issue of to-day’s date that there is again to be a new 
departure as to the form of the affidavit, which would n add to 
the many red-tape requirements for proving or administering, ¢f it could 
only be acted on, which in a large number of cases is impossible, unl 
affidavits are by law allowed to be antedated. is 

You state that, according to a note appended to the new form, on and 
after the 1st of April, “ published quotations, ot brokers’ or 
letters from the secretaries of companies showing medium selling pric? 
at the date of the affidavit,” will be required. Now place the 
who framed this requirement at Penzance, 340 miles from London; * 
property to be valued consists of ordinary shares in the principal railways 
in England and Ireland, and I would ask him how he is to obtain any ot 
the above alternative documents “ showing the medium selling price # 
the date of the affidavit.” I think even he would be puzzled, for there 
neither “ published quotation” nor ‘ broker” nor<* secretary” would be 
find, and I don’t suppose even he could create them. 

I trust you will use your influence in obtaining an alteration in this last 
impracticable new departure, and with practical effect. a 

eb, 24, RN, BS 





COVENANTS IN LEASES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 





cam be founded upon the marital right, to which coverture seems to be 


Sir,—I should be obliged to any of your readers who Wé 
view upon the following point, that is, whether the words “ 
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—_—_——— 
sasight,” and “executors, administrators, and assigns,” may, since th® 
Act, 1881, be omitted throughout a lease in cases wher® 
would have been used before that Act came into operation ? Section 
59 imports these words into covenants so far as relates to covenantees, 
snd section 59 imports the word “ heirs ”’s0 far as relates to covenantors. 


It does not, however, appear that the word “assigns” is imported as 
to’ 


rs. 

we are said to be three kinds of covenants—(1) covenants which 

touch and concern the thing demised, by which the assigns will be 

»4, whether mentioned or not; (2) covenants which concern some- 

sg not in being at the time of the demise, by which assigns will only 

he bound where mentioned—e.g., to build a wall on the demised prop- 

aty; (3) covenants simply collateral, which do not bind the assigns, 

mentioned or not, 

It would therefore still seem to be necessary, in any covenant falling 

within. class 2, for the purpose of binding “assigns,” that this word 
be ° E. L. 

ie observations under the head of “‘ Current Topics.”—Ep, 8.J.] 





THE SETTLED LAND ACT. 
{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir, With reference to the recent case of Wheelwright v. Walker and 
your comments thereon, it seems to me that in deciding that case on the 
definition of ‘‘trustees of a settlement” for the purpose of receiving 
notige under section 45, section 63 has escaped attention. This section 
qntains another definition of the “trustees of the settlement ”—viz., 
“gy persons who are for the time being trustees for sale of the settled 
\ni” These words seem to go further than tue definition in section 2, sub- 
scion 8, which is, the persons who are for the time being trustees “* with 
pur of sale of settled lan -” The trustees in Wheelwright v. Walker, 
sihongh perhaps not trustees with power of sale, are certainly trust<es 
frwale, and as such would be trustees for the purposes of the Act, and 
atitied to receive notice under section 45. E. Laxz. 

Gravesend, Feb. 28. 

[In considering section 45, which uses the words “each of the trustees 
of the settlement,” it was necessary to refer to section 2, sub-section 8, 
where the sense in which that phrase is used by the Act is especially 
defined. But there seems no need to refer to section 63, the scope 
of which is limited to the class of settlements therein treated of, among 
bg sa settlement in Wheelwright v. Walker was not comprised.— 
Bb. 8.7.) 





BANK HOLIDAYS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—I shall feel obliged if any of your readers will give me his opinion 
on the point raised in the following statement. 

By the Spalding Improvement Act, with which “the Commissioners’ 
Clauses Act, 1847,” is incorporated, it is enacted that the annual election 
of the commissioners shall take place on the 25th of March in each year, 
provided that when that day “shall fall on a Sunday or Good Friday, 
8 day appointed for a general fast or thankagiving, the following day 
thall in all cases be substituted.” And the Commissioners’ Clauses Act 
provides that the chairman or some other commissioner shall be the 
returning officer at such election, and that the assistant overseer or rate 
collector shall attend at such election, in order to assist in ascertaining 

tion of voters, &c. The clerk to the commissioners is also 

by them to attend the election. 
happens that this year the 25th of March does fall on a Sunday, and 
therefore, under the above-mentioned statutes, the election would take 
the following day, Monday, the 26th. 
“Bank Holidays Act, 1871,” s. 3, it is enacted that “no 
all be com’ le to make any payment, or to do any act upon 
Holidays—viz., Easter Monday, &c.—which he would not be 
e to do or make on rep pe en, yp Good Friday ; and the 
to make such payment and do act shall apply to the day 
g such Bank Holiday. And the making of such payment and 
such act on such following day shall be equivalent to payment of 
money or performance of the act on the holiday.” 
oe: year, the 26th of March happens to be Easter Monday and 
y: 
question is whether, under the circumstances above set out, the 
tion of commissioners under the Spalding Improvement Act first 
tilerred to should be held on the 26th of March, as fixed by the Spalding 
Act, that day being a Bank Holiday; or whether such 

election should be held, and would be legally held, on the day following 
Bank Holiday—viz., Tuesday, the 27th of March ? O. F. R. 
» five commissioners go out of office, and five are 
tected annually. If the election on the 27th of March were proved illegal, 
and probable disputes as to the acts of the board 
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To Oonnesronpawrs—A Sozzcrron.—Our correspondent’s question has 
been referred to the author of the hook. x 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Composrrtion ResoLuTioNs—REGIstTRATIONPOWER OF CouRT TO VACATE 
—RESOLUTIONS PASSED CONTRARY TO INTENTION oF DsBtor—Banx- 
ruptcy Act, 1869, ss. 126, 127.—In a case of Ex parte Mellor, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 220d ult., a question arose incidentally as to the 
oe pe court to vacate the mr rb <r ae Section 
127 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, provides that the registration of composition 
resolutions shall, in the absence of fraud, be conclusive evidence that the 
resolutions were duly passed, and all the requisitions of the Act in respect of 
them complied with. In the present case, the application to the court was 
made under sub-section 12 of section 126 to adjudicate one of two partners s 
bankrupt, on the ground that difficulties had arisen which rendered it im- 
possible to carry out a composition to which the creditors had agreed.» The 
debtors carried on business in London and in New York, one of them 
the business in London, and the other managing the business in New York. 
The American partner had failed to carry out the provisions of the composi- 
tion resolutions, and the creditors then applied for an adjudication 
both ers. The English partner consented to an adjudication against him- 
self, but the American partner resisted the application, one of bis objections 
being that the composition resolutions, which accepted an arrangement offered 
by the English partner, on behalf of both, were not such as the American 
partner had authorized the English partner to offer. No application 
made to vacate the registration of the resolutions, and it was urged 
virtue of section 127 the registration was conclusive of the validity 
resolutions in the absence of fraud. The court (Jzssun, M.R., and 
and Bowen, LJJ.) made the adjudication. Jzsser, M:R.; said 
resolutions being registered, so long as the registration remained the court 
could not listen to the objection that the debtor had never consented to them. 
As it was clear that the composition could not be carried out, it was the duty 
of the court to exercise the judicial discretion given to it by sub-section 12 and 
to make the adjudication. His lordship, however, intimated an opinion that 
the debtor might, if he had applied in due time, have had the registration 
—— on the ground which he suggested.—Soticirors, W. H. Phelan; Thos. 

ewitt, 
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Buiip1ne SociteTy—DisruTe BETWEEN Society AND MzempeR—ARBITRA- 
TION—Buitpine Socretizs Ac?, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 42), s. 34.—In a 
case of Hack v. The London Provident Building Society, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 24th ult., a question arose as to the reference to arbitration 
of a dispute between a building society and one of its members. The rules 
of the society were certified by the registrar under the Act of 1874, and 
rale 78 provided that ‘‘a reference of every matter in dispute between the 
society or any person acting under them, and any member or person 
entitled to claim on account of any member, in which the resolation of the 
board shall not be deemed satisfactory, shall be made to arbitration by the 
registrar.” The plaintiff became a member of the society in May, 1881, 
upon obtaining a loan for £600, of which £400 was advanced upon the 
security of a mortgage to the society of certain premises, with a covenant 
that he would, during ten years, pay the society forty quarterly pay- 
ments of instalments and other moneys which, under the rales of the society, 
should become due. The payments under the deed having fallen into arrear, 
the premises were sold by the society for £500, and they claimed against the 
plaintiff, upon an account rendered, the total amount of quarterly repey- 
ments for the period of ten years. The plaintiff brought the action for an 
account of moneys received by the society and of moneys which, at the 
time of the sale, were owing on the security, with certain i 
directions. The society took out a summons, asking that the action and all 
matters in question therein should be referred to the of Building 
Societies for arbitration, pursuant to role 78, and that the, in 
the action should be stayed. Pearson, J., on the authority of Wright v. 
The Monarch Investment Building Society (L. R. 5 Ch. D. 726), that 
the action should be referred to arbitration as mentioned in the rules and 
the Act of 1874. The Court of Appeal (Jzsset, M.R., and Livpiey, L.J. 
affirmed the decision. Jxsset, M.R., said that the question 
entirely on the construction of the 34th section of the Act of 1874 had 
always been of opinion that, where the words of Acts of Parliament were 
clear, the court did not derive any assistance from 
of previous Acts of Parliament on a similar subject. Where the 
ambiguous it was different. In the present case the words of the 
quite plain, that, if the rules so provided, in all disputes between 
and any member, recourse was to be had to the arbitration of 
It was contended that the rule only applied to disputes relating 
in his character of a member, and did not apply a dispute 
related to the rights of a member who had executed a mortgage to 
society. But, in the first place, there was no limitation as to the 
the dispute, and it was to be supposed that the Legisla 
that they had appointed a competent tribunal for trying 
by naming the registrar; and, in the second place, the 
relate to the member in his character of member. For 
made by the m as an advanced member to secure 
and fines, and in the deed he agreed to be bound by the rules 
Linptey, L.J., conourred.—Soxicrrors, Peard; Broad § Broad, 


ADJUDICATION OF BANKRUPTCY—JURISDICTION—-ExisTINng Sco1ca SEQUES 
TRATION—DiscrETION oF Court.—In a case of Ex parte Robinson, befire 
the Court of Appeal on the 22nd ult., a question arose as to ths jwiadiction to 
adjudicate bankrupt a debtor against whom there was 9 subsisting prior 
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Scotch sequestration. In May, 1880, the debtor went to reside in Scotland, 
and on the 6th of August, 1881, a decree was made there sequestrating all his 
estate in Scotland and as from the 27th of July, 1881. A trastee 
was appointed under the sequestration, who took possession of the debtor's 
assets in Scotland. He hed no real estate, In July, 1877, a creditor had 
commenced an action against him in England for a debt of £26. The action 
was not tried till the Sth of November, 1881, when a verdict was found for 
the plaintiff for the debt and costs. The plaintiff was not aware of the Scotch 

uestration until the 28th of October, 1881, when his solicitor was informed of 
it by the debtor's solicitor. The costs were afterwards taxed at £89, and judg- 
ment was signed for the debt and costs on the 18th of February, 1882, On 
the 22nd of June, 1882, a debtor’s summons was issued for the judgment debt. 
It was not complied with, and a bankruptcy petition founded on it was pre- 
sented against the debtor, and the registrar made an adjudication, notwith- 
standing the objection was taken that the Scotch sequestration was not closed, 
and the debtor had not obtained a discharge. It did not appear that the 
debtor had any assets in England, nor that he had any debts contracted siace 
the sequestration. The Court of Appeal (JusseL, M.R., and Baccautay and 
Luwuer, L.JJ.) discharged the adjudication. JxssxL, M.R., said he had 
point was settled by Ex 
parte McCulloch (28 W. R. 935, L. R. 14 Ch. D. 716, 24 Soxtcrrors’ 
Jourkal, 652). But some reason must be shown for exercising the jurisdic- 
tion, avd the mere existence of a bankruptcy in Scotland or in Ireland would 
prima facie be a reason for not exercising it. Here the Scotch sequestration 
was not closed, and it did not appear that there were any subsequent debts 
or any assets in England. There was no reason for exercising the jurisdiction. 
An adjudication would be altogetber a vain thing. It might embarrass the 
proceedings in Scotland, and could be of no use to any one. BaGGaLLay and 
Lusprzy, L.JJ., concurred.—Soricrrors, P. W. Nazer; A. G. Ditton; 
Travers Smith § Braithwaite. 
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adminietratrix of his deceased solicitor the common order for delivery of 
her bill of costs, and for taxation of the bill, and that on payment of the 
taxed amount, or in case it should appear that nothing was due from the 
i should deliver to the client on osth all papers and 
documents in her custody or power belonging to him. The administratrix 
afterwards applied to Chitty, J., to discharge this order, on the ground that 
claim for costs against the client, and Chitty, J., on the state- 
ment of her counsel at the bar that she had no bill of costs to deliver as 
against the client, and an undertaking on her behalf to make an affidavit of 
hat documents and pspers she bad in her custody or power belonging to 
the client, and forthwith to deliver over the same to him, ordered that all 
farther proceedings under the order for taxation should be stayed, and that 
the parties respectively should bear their own costs of the application. This 
order was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Jzsset, M.R., and Livpiey, L.J.). 
—Soricrrozs, Wainwright & Baillie; Lovell, Son, & Pitfield. 


Vexpor axyp PorcHAsEe—SrTorraGe In TRANSITU—Enp oF TRAnsIT— 


Deermatrion or Goops—Consreuctive DeLttvery—CakRIZRS HOLDING as | da 


Wanenovsemes.—In the case of Kendall v. Marshall, Stevens, & Co., in the 
Court of Appeal, No, 1, on the 27th alt., the question arose as to whether 
there had been euch a constructive delivery to the vendee as to defeat the 
vendor's right of stoppage in transitu, The facte were that a Mr. Loeffler, 
who carried on business at Manchester under the style of Higginbottom & 
Co., ordered some cotton waste of Ward & Co., at Bolton. On November 12 
Ward & Co. telegraphed to Mr. Loefiier that the goods were ready for delivery, 
and on the same Mr. Loeffler ordered to be delivered to 
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i ; a contract which 
made place of destination, and that when the notice to stop was 
gi were not in the possession of the buyer or of his 

30 W. RB Dig. 208). From 
Corrow, 


to Ronen, and that between those places the right to stop might 
been exercised, unless something had intervened, ‘at Garston, to 
end to the transit previously ordered. Bat here the defendants 
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vendee at the time the goods were 
pended upon what was to be the transit from the vendor 
either to his actual ion, or to that of his agent authori 
the goods ending of the transit. The moment the 
received by the defendants at Garston by the authority of the v 
not by the authority of the vendor at all, the defendants held 
agents of the vendee, The goods were then in the constructive 
sion of the vendee at the end of the transit from the vendor to him, 
moment the notice of the railway company to the defendants took 
the latter had control of the goods as agents of the vendee, and the righ 
of the vendor to stop in transitu ceased, Corron, L.J., was of the 
opinion. The case was within the principle of Dizon v, Baldwen 
E. 175). It was immaterial to consider what the parties intended to be 
place where the goods were to be delivered and possession taken by the 
vendee ; for he might take possession, not by following the course indicated, 
but by interfering with the transit. Bowkn, L.J., said that though the 
defendants were agents of the vendee to forward to Rouen, they were ale 
his agents to take possession from the carriers who were employed, on the 
request of the vendee, to carry the goods from the vendor to the vendee.— 
ne, Addleshaw § Warburton; Walmsley § Samuels, for Richardson 
& Mars 
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AgsrtRaTion—InsuNcTIon TO RestRaAIN—ACTION COMMENCED— ELECTION 
—JupicaturE Act, 1873, s. 25, sus-secTion 8,—In case of Zhe North Lon 
don Railway Company v. The Great Northern Railway Company, before ‘the 
Court of Appeal, No. 1, on the 22nd ult., a novel point arose as to the 
diction of the court, and the interpretation of section 25, sub-section 8, of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, with reference to the power to issue an injanction ® 
restrain an arbitration where an action involving the same question has bess 
commenced. It appeared that an agreement had been entered into by the 
plaintiff and defendant companies with reference to working a 
passenger traffic from certain of the defendants’ stations over a junction lin 
to the plaintiffs’ railway, and for the exchange of traffic between the com 
One clause provided that “‘any questions or differences arising under 
agreement be referred to arbitration, pursuant to the Railway 
Arbitration Act, 1859.” An accident having occurred to several of the plain 
tiffe’ trains carrying the defendants’ passengers,- the defendant a 
became liable to pay a large sum of money to the injured passengers. 
they sought to recover, wholly or in part, from the plaintiff company, and 

ve notice to them to appoint an arbitrator under the agreement before re- 
ferred to. The plaintiffs appointed an arbitrator under protest, main’ 
that the accident arose from the negligence of the defendants’ servants, 
was not one of the cases contemplated in the agreement, and that therefore 
the ordinary tribunal was the proper one to decide the merits of the case. On 
this ground the plaintiffs brought an action against the defendants for 
y tee es Kop in that eres be defendants ee 
the sum were liable to pay to the injured passengers. e plaintiffe 
moved for an injunction to eedia the defendants trom proceeding with: 
arbitration. The Divisional Court (Field and Stephen, JJ.) that the 
plaintiffs were entitled to an injunction, on the ground that the question ia 
pute did not fall within the terms of the agreement. The Court of Appeal (Bagtt 
and Corron, L.JJ.) allowed theappeal. Brerr, L.J., after a review of the 
said it was argued that the plaintiffs have a right to keep their inj 
because the matter referred was not i in the terms of the ag 
between the companies, and that the arbitrator would, therefore, 
right to bind them, and that the arbitration would, consequently, be futile, 
cause delay, On the other hand, it was argued that if the proceeding 
beyond the arbitrator's jurisdiction, the other party might stay # 
the proceedings. There was nothing vexatious, since no injury 
to the plaintiffs, who would not be prevented from going on 
action. The question was, Could the court iesue an injunction ? 
Judicature Act, neither a court of chancery nor of common law 
where, if the matter went on, no legal injury would arise. 

on with the arbitration 
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bad er had bone osha) Sa 
thought the Act had not altered acy jurisdiction of any court, the 
procedure of some. He doubted the decision in Asiatt v. The Coreen 
Southanpton (L. B, 160b. D, 148), proposition, at least, appeared 
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Prererence—Statrotory Trst—Bawxrvurroy Act, 1869, 
a-fn a cate of Ex parte Griffith, before the Court of Appeal on the 
yn ult, the question arose how fer the court will have reguel to the old 
on “ fraudulent preference,” now that the subject has been apecific- 
ally deolt with by statute. Section 92 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, provides 
dat, “Every conveyance or transfer of Late tl or charge thereon made, 
eary poyment made, every obligation inca and every judicial proceeding 
akon or suffered by any — unable to pay his debts, as they become due, 
fom bis own moneys in favour of any creditor, or any person in trust for eny 
, with a view of giving such creditor a preference over the other 
if the person making, taking, paying, or suffering the same 
bankrupt within three months after the date of making, taking, 
or suffering the same, be deemed fraudulent and void as against the 
of the bankrupt appointed ander this Act; but this section shall not 
the rights of a purchaser, payer, or incumbrancer in good faith and for 
ie consideration.” In the present case, the circumstances were these:— 
, a trader, had employed Griffith as his traveller for upwards of thirty 
Griffith's salary was allowed to fall into arrear, and in 1875 he obtained 

m Wilcoxon an authority to deduct the arrears ont of moneys which he 
receive from customers of the firm in the coursé of his travelling, 
authority was partially acted on, bat the balance due to Griffith con- 
daned to increase, and at length £2,300 was due tohim. On the 29th of June, 
Rage Griffith was on his travels, Wilcoxon wrote to him as follows:— 
«J your immediate presence in London is very desirable, as matters 
sein & Very grave position as regards money, and we can hardly say what 
swe may find it necessary to take. Evon if we meet our usual Saturday's 

! we have other pecuniary claims we cannot see our way to meet, 
aso the acceptances maturing on Monday.” On the receipt of this letter 
Giffith returned to London and saw Wilcoxon, and, after some discussion, 
shed him to give him an authority to receive certain specific debts due from 
amoun to £2,200. This Wilcoxon at first refused to do, but 

thimately, on the 14th of July, he gave Griffith a written authority to receive 
attain debte, amounting to £1,044, in part payment of the sum dus to him, 
sid notice of this authority was given to the customers who owed the debts. 
a the 15th of July, Wilcoxon signed a liquidation petition, which was filed 

| ithe 18th of July, Under this authority Griffith received certain moneys, 
fhich the trustee in the liquidation claimed on the ground that the transaction 

| mounted to a fraudulent preference, Mr. Registrar Pepys ordered Griffith to 










the 

ip (Jzssex, M.R., and Linpiey and Bowen, L.JJ.). Jessur, M.R., 
| id that the case was a plain one, and was within the very words of the 
iitute. There was no obligation on Wilcoxon to assign these debts to 
Griffith, and he did assign them on the very day before he signed his petition. 
- Vader what circumstances did he do this ? He owed Griffith a large sum of 
money. He had previously given him an authority to collect debts due from 
dstomers and apply them in payment of the debt due to him. Then, on the 
th of June, he wrote the letter to Griffith in which he said as plainly as 
posible, ‘*I can’t go on ; I can’t meet my bills; come up to London. I 
oost fail.’ The argument was put first on the ground that this letter was a 
ryocation of the prior authority to collect the debts. It certainly was not 
that. Then Griffith came to London, and had an interview with Wilcoxon. 
Heasked him whether he could not give him a preference for that was what it 
to, and he asked him to assign those debts to him as security. There was 
ita pretence for saying there was anything more than a request by Griffith 
tapreference, It was said there was a refusal by Wilcoxon. He said, ‘“ I 
do that,” But just on the eve of filing his petition he did assign those 
to Griffith. For what purpose ? To give him a preference. Sitting as 
, his lordship thought that the registrar was quite right in saying that 
on was influenced, not by the demand for a preference, but by his 
to accede toit. ‘That was withio the very words of the statute. His 
Mship would not go into a long discussion of the question whether the old 
liv had been changed by the statute. If the court was of opinion that the 
it was made with the view of giving a preference to the creditor, why 
they not apply the statute? If the payment was made with another 
iv it was not within the statute. If the payment was made with the view 
ng the creditor and with some additional view, it might not be within 
jAct. But the additional motive might be so trifling that it ought not to 
Wtaken into account. His lordship thought it was better that in all these 
tases the court should look to the statute, and not entangle themselves with an 
what the law was before the statute. By the statute the law had been 
into a definite shape and form, and the court ought to construe the words 
statute. But even under the old law his lordship thought the present 
i was a plain one of fraudulent preference. Linney, L.J., said the case | 
& remarkable illustration of the danger of substituting one standard for 
ther. The duty of the court was to construe section 92, and he emphatic- 
protested against being led away from the words of the section by an 
t that the standard laid down by the slature was equivalent 

standard of the old law. That might be so, but the laogu 
statute was different, and the duty of the court was to construe it, 
old decisions were useful as guides, but Ey must not be substituted for 
| In the present case, having regard to the letter of June 29, the court 
Griven to the conclusion that the security was given with a view to prefer 
mith. Bowen, L.J., said that he would like to pausein the current of 
Wikial decisions for the last thirteen years, and to take note of the position 
hich the court was placed. As every one was aware, there was for many 
‘TSR no statutory enactment as tofraudulent preference, But from the time 
Hard Mansfield the courts had considered certain transactions a fraud on the 
oe oy law. After many years the Bankruptcy Act of 1869 explained 
‘Wat was meant by a fraudulent preference, and it used very definite language. 
hed of subsequent judicial decisions had been very unfortunate, for it 
‘& tendency to lead the courts away from the true question, The first 
falged’ was whether the Act had altered the old law, and the courts 


































money to the trustee, and this decision was affirmed by the Court of ! 


came to the conclusion hat it hai not. Then began what 
the old metaphysical exploration, and the courts 
tions of pressure and volition, and in the present 
cussion of what was meant by a motive of a motive, 
was the wiser policy go back, as he would do, in a 
of the statute. He thought the assignment in 

with a view to prefer Griffith ; he thought it was 
him. But, as the Master of the Rolls had said, 
order to give the coup de grace to it, his lordship, sitting as juryman, 
the assigament was made with the sole view of giving Griffith « preference: 
Soticrrors, Reed, Lovell, § Reed ; H. Montage. 


se eee 


Suit ror Divorce—Previous Decree ror Juprcrat Seraration—Denar. 
—In a case of Mason vy. Mason, before the Court of Appeal on the 13th alt., 
the question arose whether a husband was preeluded from a divorce 
on the ground of his wife’s adultery, by reason of his delay in applying to the 
court, The petitioner, who was in humble life, was married to the 
in 1871, and in 1875 the respondent left home for a few days ia company with 
the co-respondent. The petitioner forgave this act of adultery, bat in Mareh, 
1877, the respondent again fell under the influence of the co-respondent and 
refused to return to her husband. In 1878 the petitioner filed a pevition for 
judicial separation, in which he claimed damages against the co-respondent 
for the adultery. In November, 1878, a decree for judicial separation was 
made and £50 was awarded as damages, The and co-respondent 
continued to live together, and in March, 1882, the petitioner filed another 
petition, claiming a dissolution of his marriage by reason of the com- 
mitted since the former suit. He explained that he hed not for a 
dissolntion of marriage in the former suit because he then hoped and thinght 
that his wife would come back ; he had forgiven her once. The petition was 
not opposed, but Hannen, P., dismissed it on the ground that the peti 
had teen guilty of unreasonable delay (vide 31 W. R. 184, Lb. R. 7 P. D. 238). 
The Court of Appeal (Jessex, M.R., and Linpter and Bowen, L.JJ.) 
allowed the petitioner to be called to give farther explanation of his delay, 
he then stated that in 1878 be was a warehonseman at a salary of 
shillings per week, and with the exception of £60 he had no propetty. He 
had had to pay £82 for the costs of the first suit. He took no steps to recover 
the damages awarded or the costs from the co-respondent, as he had no 
left but his weekly salary after paying the £82. He did not take the 
ings for a dissolution earlier because he had no money. He alse hoped bis wife 
would have come back to live with him after the decree for jadicial 
Upon this evidence the court held that the delay had been sufficiently accounted 
for, and that the petitioner was entitled to a distolution of marriage. 
Tors, Gregory, Roweliffes, & Co. 
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SETTLEMENT—CONSTRUCTION—TRUSTS DECLARED BY Re 
tRopuCcTION oF HorcHPpot Ciavsz.—In a case of Smyth-Pigott vy, 
Pigott, before Fry, J., on the 21st ult., a question arose as 
declaration of trust made in one settlement by reference 
another settlement. Mr. and Mrs, Smyth, who afterwards 
tional name of Pigott, were married in 1817. On that occasion a 
covers Soneete was settled on trast ~ the rye and pe 
ife, with a power of appointment in favour ildren and, 
in default of appointment, on trast as to the capital for such of the children 
as shoald attain twenty-one years of age. The settlement did 
“hotchpot”’ clause, There were nine children of m 
appointments of £6,600 each were made ia favour of four 
from time to time. On three of these occasions @ provision 
the deed of appointment supplying the want of the “ hotchpot” 
fourth of the appointments was made in 1844 to a daughter, in 
of her marriage with a Mr. Welliogton, and the appointed fand 
hy a deed contemporaneous with the appointment, on truat (i 
in case there should be no children of the intended marriage, 
after the death of Mr. and Mrs. Wellington, be held on 
settlement of 1817, or such of them as should be then subsisting 
taking effect. The remainder of the funds subject to the 
original settlement was eppointed to one of the three other chi 
appointments had already been made, aad on the death of the 
the funds were divided and the trusts wound up, Mrs. Weillingtoa 
her husband, and died in 1882, leaving no children. This action 
for the administration of the trusts of the Wellington ~ a 
were two questions to be decided. One was whether the 
capable of taking effect, or whether there was a resulting trust 
Mre, Wellington. The other question was whether, if the W 
were to go according to the trusts of the original settlement, 
clauses in the appointments would apply. Far, J., held, in 
that the a funds were subject to the trasts of the 
ment, which, if not subsisting, were capable of effect ; 
second place, that they were subject to all the actual in tsto w 
would have been subject if not taken out of the original settlement ; aad that 
the “hotehpot” provisions introduced by the various appeintments took 
effect, and the funda, therefore, went to those children of the original settler 
who had not received appointed sbares.—Soxtctrons, FR. F, Brunstill; 
Benham & Tindeli, 
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Witt — Consrraverion — Gier to “any Huspanp” oF Davenrer — 
Divorncep Huspanp or Davouter.—In a case of Bullmere x. Wynter, 
before Fry, J., on the 22nd ult, a curious question of will constraction arose, 
A testator direeted the trustees of his will to hold one-third of his residuary 
estate on trust for his daughter for her life for her separate use, and after ber 
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death on trust for any husband with whom she might intermarry, if he should 
survive her, for life. In 1867 the daughter married a Mr. Barber, who died, 
and ia 1872 she married a Mr, Wynter, who afterwards obtained a divorce 
from her, and she died in 1882. Wynter subsequently married again, The 
question wes whether, under the circumstances, Wynter took a life interest in 
one-third of the testator’s residuary estate. Fry, J., said that the words of 
the gift were, ** for any husband with whom she might intermarry if he should 
survive her.” Wynter was a husband with whom the testator’s daughter 
iotermarried, and he survived her. He answered all the description of the 
object of the testator’s bounty. But it was said that he must survive the 
davgbter as husband—that is, must bave been her husband at the moment of 
her death—in order to take. It was enough to say that no such words were 
to be found in the disposition. It was not probable that the testator con- 
templated the events which had happened. If hedid, he had said nothing to 
exclude Wynter, Some difficulty had, however, been created from a con- 
sideration of the result which might have happened under other contingencies, 
The lady might have married again, and left a third husband surviving her, or 
she might have left a large number of persons surviving her who had been her 
husbands, and there would have been more than one person who falfilled the 
description in the will. Then this difficulty would have arisen—while the 
testator contemplated that only one person should take, there might have been 
several persons who equally satisfied the description of the object of the gift. 
It appeared, however, to his lordship that he was not at liberty to give such 
effect to these possible difficultics as to overrule the plain words of the will. 
He held, therefore, that Wynter was entitled to the life interest, —Soticrrors, 
F. Cotton ; Palmer, Eland, & Nettleship. 
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Brit or Sate — Specrrication or InTEREsT — Bitrs oF Saxe Act, 
(1878) AmenpMENT Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 43), 8. 9.—In the case of 
Wilson v. Kirkwood, tefore Chitty, J., on the 23rd ult., a question was raised 
as to the validity of a bill of sale under section 9 of the Bills of Sale Act, 
(1878) Amendment Act, 1882, which enacts that a bill of sale shall be void 
unless made in accordance with the form in the schedule annexed to the Act ; 
the form in the schedule of the Act is a statutory assignment of chattels “ by 
way of security for the payment of the sum of £ and interest thereon 
at the rateof£ per cent. per annum (or whatever else may be the rate),” 
and contains a statutory covenant for payment by the mortgagor of ‘‘ principal 
and interest by equal payments of oa the day of 

(or whatever else may be the time or times of payment) ;” and 
there is also a subsequent and further bracketed direction as follows :— 
“Here insert terms as to insurance, payment of rent, or otherwise, which 
the parties may agree to for the maintenance or defeasance of the security.” 
The bill of sale, which was dated the 16th of December, 1882, purported to be 
given by way of security for the payment of £100, being the amount advanced, 
and the sum of £76, being the interest agreed to be paid for the said advance, 
and under which the mortgagors agreed to pay to the mortgagee the said 
principal sum, together with the agreed interest thereon, by sixteen equal consecu- 
tive quarterly instalments of £11 each, the first instalment to be paid on the 
16th of March, 1883. The bill of sale authorized the mortgagee in the events 
permitted by the 7th section of the statute, including the event of 
the mortgagors failing, without reasonable excuse, upon demand in 
writing by the mortgagee, to produce to him the last receipts for rent, to 
enter into the mortgagors’ premises and take possession of and sell the chattels 

ised in the security, and out of the proceeds of sale pay themselves the 
principal and interest secured, or so much as should be unpaid, together with 
costs and necessary outgoings. The mortgagors haviog failed in the respect 
last mentioned, the mortgagee entered and seized, although nothing as yet was 
actually due under the bill of sale. The mortgagors moving for an injunction, 
it was contended on their behalf that the Act, which was for the protection of 
the humbler classes of borrowers, should be strictly interpreted, and that the 
bill of sale was void as containing no specification of the rate of interest 
. It was said that, not only was no rate of interest mentioned in the 
instrument, but also the rate could not be definitively and once for all 
ed, for, although it was true that if the instrument at the end of four 

years ran ovt peaceably, £176 would have been paid for £100 according to the 
terms specified, yet it was impossible to ascertain beforehand when any of the 
events which authorized a hostile enforcement of the security might occur, 
and therefore impossible to form any conception whatever of the present value 
of the fature sum recoverable. Curry, J., said that the language of the 9th 
section of the Act did not require the appended form to be literally adopted. 
All that it did require was that the bill of sale should bein accordance with 
the form. A of the form itself showed clearly that variations were 
eontemplated, and the only question which therefore could arise was whether 
there had or had not been a substantial compliance with the form. In the 
instance before the court it was true that no rate of interest had been men- 
tioned in the instrument, but it would be a strange and uowarrantable con- 
struction of the Act of Parliament if the court were to hold that a bill of sale 
was void because it did nct state in so many words what rate of interest was to 
be setuslly paid, when the instrament showed plainly what the total amount 
could, at the utmost, be, and when, moreover, the Act itself contained no pro- 
vision preclading the most extravagant charges being made by way of rate of 
interest, There was, no doubt, io the case before the court, some difficalty 
in breaking up the sum so as to define the rate of interest after default 
made, but when such an event happened it could at once be ascertained, and, 
therefore, even now, as id certum est quod certum reddi potest, such a mode of 
payment as that prescribed by this instrument must be said to be a fixed pay- 
ment of interest, Moreover, the manner of payment seemed to fall within 
the direetion in the form which related to the insertion of terms agreed upon 
for the maintenance of the security. The motion therefore failed.— 
Po 7 Hamlin, Grammer, & Hamlin; W. F. Watson, for 1. 7. Milner, 





TRADE-MARKS—REGISTRATION—CosT8S—REFUSAL OF REGISTRAR . 
Goops, Crass 23—Trape-Marks Rowes, 1875—1877, RR. 6c, 59, ann 69 
RULE OF THE 15TH oF Avcust, 1878.—In the case of Jn re John Claphy 
jun., & Co.’s Trade-Mark, before Chitty, J., on the 16th ult., a motion 
made by a firm of sewing cotton manufacturers of Manchester and 
that the leave of the court might be given for the registration of 


il 


i 


Fi 
if 


consisting of a a aaa oy of an elephant on a crest bar, with ( 

“ Coton de Luxe” below it, as a trade-mark io respect of euwing cotton wound 
on spools or reels in class 23. The applicants were also the registered pro. 
prietors of an old mark consistiog of an elephant on a crest bar without any 
words, which device had only been used by them in respect of the same ps 
in respect of which they now applied to register the new mark, but had bem 
registered for the whole of the contained in class 23, In the Trade. 
Marks Rules the goods included in class 23 are described as ‘‘ cotton yarn and 
thread,” By an order of the Lord Chancellor of the 15th of August, 1878, 


after reciting that it is expedient, for the purpose of admitting to 


under the Trade-Marks Registration Act, 1875, certain old trade-mar' Use 
in the sewing cotton industry, to amend the classification of class 23, for 
‘cotton yarn and thread” is substituted ‘‘ cotton yarn and sewi on, 
such as cotton yarn and sewing cotton not on spools or , 
‘sewing cotton on spools or reels.” The applicants had obtained re 
registration of their old mark in class 23 in respect of ones on, 
&c., on spools or reels. The Registrar of Trade-Marke 

to register the proposed mark, on the ground that an elephant was « 
common device amongst manufacturers of unreeled goods, and that the 
addition of the words “Coton de Luxe” was not sufficient to constitute 
the mark a new mark, and that it was not therefore lawful, under the Trade. 
Marks Rules, r. 62, to register such a mark except in pursuance of an order of 
the court. I¢ was farther objected that a new mark could not be in 


respect only of a part of the goods comprised in class 23 ss su y 
altered, such alteration having only been made to meet the requirements 
proprietors of old marks. Curry, J., said that the question appeared to be 
whether a new mark could be registered in respect of a sub-division 

by the supplementary rule, although that rule purported to be an 

of the former rale for the purpose only of admitting old marks. Although it 
was originally intended that under the Trade-Marks Rules new marks 

be soon to all the goods in any enumerated class, yet it appeared in ; 
that this was so inconvenient as not to be rigidly adhered to, and a custom 
therefore, been suffered under which a new mark had been admitted to regi 
tration in respect of a particular article mentioned in a class. The applicants 
were, therefore, entitled to register this mark—which was practically a new 
mark—as a mark for reeled cotton. Counsel for the applicants then asked for 
costs, stating that by his lordship’s decision the A owen were entitled to: 
registration without any application to the court, as all that they relied on was 
that their mark was a new mark, The present case was a teat case on & point 
raised by the refasal of the Registrar of Trade-Marks who, as an u 
respondent, ought to pay costs. Currry, J., said that the registrar had acted 
rightly. He had been brought before the court and must have his costs, 


H | 


PracticE—ADMINISTRATION OF Convict’s EstATE—APPLICATION AGAINST 
ADMINISTRATOR—LEAVE OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL—ABOLITION OF FoRFEITURS 
For Fetony Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 23), s. 28.—In the case of In 7 
Robison, before Chitty, J., on the 23rd ult., an order having been made by 
his lordship committing Robison for contempt of court and directing him to 
pay costs, and Robison having subsequently been sentenced at the Liverpool 
Assizes to five years’ penal servitude, an application was made for an order 
directing the administrator of the convict to pay the sum of £74—taxed 
costs of the committal order and costa of the present appplication. A 
question arose whether leave of the Attorney-General to make the applica- 
tion should not be first obtained, in accordance with the 28th section of 
the Abolition of Forfeiture for Felony Act, 1870. Curry, J., aaid that 
the section referred to seemed to require an administration action to be 
instituted with the leave of the Attorney-General. As the sum asked for 
was 80 small, the court would accede to the present application and make 
an order, treating the matter as a motion in the original application, Bat 
the other side was, of course, at liberty to move to have the order dis- 
oharged.—Soxicitors, J. J. § J. C. Allen, 





Deravutt In Preapinc—Exrension or Time—Peremprory Orve®.— 
In the case of Holdcroft v. Lowndes, before Chitty, J., on the 28rd ult., the 
defendant moved, under ord, 40, for judgment against the plaintiff om 
admissions in the posting. It ap that the defendant had counter 
claimed, and the plaintiff, being in default in delivering a reply, on January 
22, 1883, obtained a peremptory order for teo days’ farther time in which @ 
deliver his defence, but had not availed himself of the order. A further ex 
tension of time, however, was asked, on the ground of negotiations having been 
completed. Curry, J., said that the explanation was insufficient. The 
practice was to trest a peremptory order as a final indulgence, otherwise the 
term “ peremptory ” would have no meaning, and siafply mislead. It was trae 
that, under very exceptional circumstances, such as death of a party, am 6X- 
tension of time might be allowed, or, if the document to be delivered was restiy — 
ready, twenty-four hours might be given in which to deliver it. Bat - 
it was true that it had been shown in the present case that 
existed which could easily be transformed. into a defence, yet this could not 
be said to be so exceptional a circumstance as to entitle the plaintiff to the 
indulgence asked for, nor was there any other ex Poa yor re 
and the defendant was, therefore, entitled to Egy Seay with costs.‘ : 
vous, Linwalyn, Athynt, & Raw; J. J.§ C. J. Allan, fo 0. Smith, Taostall, 

t ffordshire, 
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‘Wiu1—ConsTRUCTION—CRros8-LIMITATIONS—ImPLICATION.—In a case of 
Middleton v. Lund, defore Fry, J., on the 19th ult., a question arose as to 
jmplication of cross-limitations in a will. A testator by his will gave to 
trustees the sum of £15,000, on trust to pay the income of a moiety 
thereof to the widow of his son Alfred during her life, and after her death as 
to that , and as to the other moiety from his own death, upon trust for 
geon and a daughter of his son Alfred, equally as tenants in common, and 
if the grandeon should die under twenty-one, or if the granddaughter should die 
goder twenty-one without having been married, his or her share should 
belong to the other of them. But if the grandson should die under twenty- 
one, and the granddaughter should die under that age and unmarried, then, 
to the life interest of their mother, the £15,000 was to fall into the 
of the testator’s personal estate, And the testator gave another sum 
of £15,000 to his trustees upon trust to pay the income thereof to his son 
Frederick during his life, with remainder on trust for his children at twenty- 
one of marriage in equal shares, and in case he should have no child who, 
being 2 son, should attain twenty-one, or, being a daughter, should attain 
that age or marry, then the £15,000 was to fall into the residue of the 
testator’s personal estate, The testator then gave a third sum of £15,000 to 
his trustees, upon similar trusts, for the benefit of his son Charles and his 
children, with a similar gift over. The testator then gave a fourth sum of 
$15,000 to his trustees, upon similar trusts, for the benefit of his daughter 
Emma and her children, with a similar gift over. And the testator devised 
and bequeathed the residue of his real and personal estate to his trustees 
upon trust for sale and conversion and division of the proceeds into four 
equal 3 yi which were respectively to be held on the trasts of the four sums of 
£15,000 respectively. Then came the following clause :—‘‘ Provided always, 
and I direct that if no issue of mine shall become absolutely entitled to my 
reliduary estate, or the produce thereof, or any part thereof, then (subject to 
the provisions hereinbefore contained) the same shall belong to the person or 
who, at my decease, would be entitled to my personal estate, under 
Te statuten for the distribution of estates of intestates, if I had died 
poméesed thereof, and without leaving any issue surviving me.” -The son 
Frederick survived the testator, and died withont issue, and the question then 
roe whether there was an intestacy as to the share of the residue given on 
tiast for him, or whether it passed under the ultimate gift of the residuary 
estate, or whether cross-limitations should be implied, so that it would go in 
equal thirds upon the trusts of the other shares respectively. Fry, J., held 
that croas-limitations ought to be implied. He said that, on the principle of 
Humble v. Shore (7 Hare, 247), the share of Frederick in the residue would, 
bat for the ultimate gift, go to the testator’s next of kin. Then arose the 
question, did that ultimate gift apply to the case of the failure of a gift of 
any share of the residue, or only to the case of failure of the gifts of all the 
shares? There were three poseible cases—all the shares of the residue might 
Vest; none of them might vest ; or only some of them might vest. In its actual 
words, the ultimate gift applied only to a failure of vesting under all the previous 
limitations ; if any of the testator's issue took any part of the residuary 
estate the ultimate gift did not apply. If that gift was expanded into fuller 
» it would stand thus : ‘‘ If no issue of mine shall become absolutely 
entitled tothe whole of my residuary estate, or if no issue of mine shall 
become alsolutely entitled to any part of my residuary estate.” The 
ultimate gift did not dovetail in with the previous limitations; there was a 
Hiatus. Was this hiatus to be filled up by the implication of cross-limita- 
tions? This must depend on the general structure of the will. If it could 
be seen that the gap was unintentional, the court would fill itup. When 
there was a series of limitations, the presumption was that each of them was 
intended to fit in with the previous limitation. And when there was an 
intention to benefit the testator’s own family in preference to other persons, 
the presumption was still stronger that the gap ought to be filled up. The 
general intention of the testator in the present case was plainly to benefit his 
children and their families, and it was plain that he intended that the residue 
should be for the benefit of the same persons, and, therefore, crosa-limitations 
between the shares ought to be implied in order to fill up the gap. It must 
be declared that Frederick’s share of the residue fell in equal thirds into the 
other three sbares,—Soicrrors, Farrar ¢ Farrar; Ware, Hawes, § Wood ; 
Crowdy, Son, ¢ Barry ; H. W. Christmas. 


Practice—ComMission TO EXAMINE WITNESSES ABROAD—SoLE Com- 
MI8SIONER—ADMINISTRATION OF OaTH.—In a case of Wilson v. De 
Coulon, before Fry, J., on the 20th ult, @ question arose as to 
the administration of the oath to a sole commissioner appointed to 
take the examination o{ witnesses abroad. In drawing up the com- 
mission under the order the registrar felt a difficulty in deviating from 
the form of commission (G. 11 in the schedale to the Rules of Court 
of April, 1880), which applies to a commission consisting of several 


- Persons, and gives authority to “‘ you, or any one of you, to administer such 


g 


to the other or others of you.” The matter was accordingly men- 
to the conrt, and it was suggested by counsel that authority should 
given to the commissioner to administer the oath to himself. Reference 
made to a form of commission given in Seton on Deorees, which 
tled by Jessel, M.R., in a case of The Bank of Spain y. 
and which, several commissioners being appointed, authorized 
Commissioner’ to administer the oath to the. other commis. 
or himself, and take the oath in the absence of any other commis- 
And it was mentioned by another counsel in court that the form 
one which was commonly employed in the case of commis- 
t the oe in a ae ore a in this country. 
‘ commission to be drawn in the form ested. — 
Mortons, Kearsey, Son, & Harris, re 
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CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY REGISTRARS. 
(Before Mr. Rzcisrran Murray, sitting as Chief Judge.) 
Re Chaprle. 


Bill of sale—Bills of Sale Acts, 1878 and 1882—Sections 3 and 15 of Act 
of 1882—“ Order and disposition” of debtor, when goods in—Con- 
struction of Bills of Sale Acts, 1878 and 1882. 

Ose Edward Chapple, of Johnson’s-place, Harrow-road, W., who carried - 
on there the -usivess of an oil and colourman, executed a bill of sale on 
September 18, 1881, in favour of Samuel Betts, which bill of sale was daly 
registered on the 20th of the same month, to secare the repay ment of £300 and 
interest. On November 2, 1882, the said Chapple filed his petition under 
sections 125 and 126 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. At the first meeting of 
creditors on December 16, 1882, resolutions for liquidation were 
and William Izard was appointed a trustee under such resolations. The 
resolutions were daly registered on November 3, 1882, On November 3, 
1882, Crowle, receiver of the said Chapple’s estate, took possession of 
the. debtor’s effects. On November 10, 1882, the said Betts also took 
possession. i 

On November 15, 1882, application was made by F. C. Wiilis, om behalf 
of the said Bette, to dissolve an injunction which had been granted ez. parte 
by Mr. Registrar Hazlitt, which restrained the said Betts from interfering 
with the property comprised in the said bill, and for au order giving the 
said Betts possession of the goods and chattels comprised in the said bill of 
sale, 

Wyatt Hart, on behalf of the receiver, resisted the application, and 
urged that on the authority of the cases the receiver should be continued in 
posseasion of the property until the appointment of the trustee under the 
liquidation proceedings, so that the creditor’s trustee might investigate the 
bill of sale holder’s title to the goods in question. 

Mr. Registrar Murray dissolved the injunction against the said Betts upon 
his undertaking to keep an account and give joint possession to the receiver 
until the appointment of a trustee under liquidation proceedinge. 

E. C. Willis, Q.C., and F. C. Willis, now applied on behalf of Mr. Izard, 
the trustee under the liquidation proceedings, for an order declaring the 
said trustee entitled to the goods comprised in the said bill of sale. 

Winslow, Q.C., and Lyon, appeared for the said Betts to oppose. 

Mr. RecistkaR Murray, having taken time to consider his jadgment in 
favour of the title of the bill of sale holder to the proceeds of the bill of 
sale, said there were two points of law to be determined in the present 
case—(l) whether a bill of sale holder whose bill of sale has been daly 
registered under the Act of 1878, bat who leaves the goods in the order 
and disposition of the debtor up to commencement of Act of 1882, can 
afterwards take valid possession as against the trustee; (2) were the goods 
in the order and disposition of the debtor at all, Ic dealing with first 
point the rale as to construction of statutes, as stated by Mr. Maxwell in 
his work at p. 192, is well settled—viz., ‘‘ Where the enactment would 
prejudicially affect ‘ vested rights,’ or the legal characters of past acts, the 
presumption against a retrospective operation is strongest. Every statute 
which takes away or impairs vested rights acquired under existing laws, or 
creates a new obligation, or imposes a new daty, or attaches a new disability 
in respect of transactions or considerations already past, must.be presumed, 
out of respect to Legislature, to be intended not to have a retrospective 
operation.” Moon v, Durden (2 Ex. 23) is to same effect, as also is Midland 
Railway Company v. Pye (10 C. B. N. S.191, and the judgment of Lord Cuief 
Jastice Erie), Under section 20 of the Act of 1878 the bill of sale holder had, 
virtue of bis bill of sale, a vested right, or parliamentary protection or privi- 
lege, or whatever else it may be called. Has i+ been taken away by the Act 
of 1882? By section 15 the 20th seotion of the 1878 Act is repealed, 
therefore the doctrine of order and disposition as it stood before Ii 
rehabilitated after November 1, 1882. Sut is it so as toa bill of sale 
tered before that date? Having regard to sections 3 and 15 of the 
1882, and the fact that sections of 1878 Act are repealed other than sag 
Ido not thiuk the concluding words of section 15 of Act 1882 are 
age, but that they are clear and intelligible as adding force to 
the other sections. On the whole Ican find nothing in the context whi 
would bind the court to say that under circumstances like the present the 
15th section is to o te so as to enable the trustee to claim thesegoods as 
against the bill of sale holder, As to the second point, that depends on the 
order and disposition clause, and two farther elements—(1) apparent pos- 
session or ownership ; (2) consent of trae owner. On this branch of thia 
case the decisions in Fletcher v. Manning (12 M. & W. 575), and Foss v. 
Baldwin (2 De G. & J. 230), are decisive against the claim of the trustee in 
liquidation in this case, and [}must refuse the motion with costs. 

Solicitors, J. H. Lamb ; Wood 4 Wootton ; E. Ashley. 
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SOLICITORS’ CASES, 
Hieu Covar or Jusrice.—Qussn’s Bencu Drvision. 
(Before Grovs and Marsew, JJ.) 


Feb. 21.—Jn the Matter of an Applicant to be restored to the Roll of Soliciters. 
This case came before the cours upon an application to restore an applicant 
to _ -_ ,- ——- tH the ra a ; eas 

ir H. James, A.G. (Houghton wi m), in support @ application, 
said that the applicant was, from 1866 to 1879, a solicitor at Brighton, but ia 
the latter year he was convicted of o by false pretences £6 lds, 4d. 
for costs from bis client, a lady, He waa sentenced to six months’ imprison, 






























sc ceee pepireconcpneeinten rmee-tnevrotes amorteny one) =ece-rte mm srinavanegenrngetnns Sem 









298 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





March 3, 1883, 








ment, with hard labour, It was stated to the court that the applicant denied 
that he was really guilty ef the charge of which he had been convicted, and 
asserted that the trial was an unsatisfactory one, the case having been forced 
on in the absence of the applicant’s counsel, and in the absence also of one of 
his witnesses. Since he came out of prison he had filled positions of responsi- 
bility and trust, and it was hoped that the time had come when the court 
would restore his name to the roll of solicitors. 

Wills, Q.C. (Hollams with him), strongly opposed the application on behalf 

of the Incorporated Law separ 
The Covar held that no sufficient grounds had been shown for reinstating 
this gentleman = the roll of solicitors. 
Grove, J., said that they were of opinion that there were no sufficient 
grounds for reinstating the applicant. As to the question whether a con- 
viction for an offence ought in all cases to bea sa tee bar, he was averse to 
laying down any broad, general rules, and be declined to do so on this occa- 
sion, There might, no doubt, be cases in which the innocence of the con- 
victed person was established and a free pardon ted. It was admitted 
that such a case could not be within any such rule. Then, as toa convio- 
tion not got rid of, he -~ understood the argument that for the sake of the 
profession and the public it was far better that the individual should suffer 
rather than the profession should have among them persons who had been 
convicted of crimes, He quite felt the force of that argament, but he hesi- 
tated to erect it into a fixed and general rule, and bis decision in the present 
case was not founded on any euch rule, But he thought that certainly the 
evidence ought, in any case, to be overwhelmingly strong to show that the 
applicant had not been rightly convicted. And in the t case there was 
nothing approaching to this evidence. Many matters were omitted which 
might have been expected to be stated. It was 8 especially after the 
lapse of so long a time, that no application should made to the Home 
Secretary, nor eny application to the judge to obtain his notes of the evidenee ; 
in short, none of the usual modes were resorted to by which a man of intelligence 
might seek to make his innocence appear. So far, therefore, from the case 
made by the applicant being strong, it was very weak, and came to little more 
than his own affidavit. And from that it appeared what his conduct had been, 
and that he had received from his client the costs of an action really brought 
against her by himself. As the indictment alleged, he obtained it on a 
false representation, and, though in » sense he denied it, he did not explain 
it or show bow the charge came to be made if he was innocent; 
nor, indeed, was the denial explicit or distinct, nor did he in any way 
explain how, if what he said was trac, the lady came to make the cbarge ; nor 
did be show how or why her statement was false, save in the indirect way 
alluded to; he did not even produce his bill of costs to explain the matter ; 
in short, there was no explanation of what might be called admitted miscon- 
duct. The applicant, indeed, said he did not think there was any wucp. gna 
which only tended to show that his notions as to what was or rega 
were not correct. Was there anything, then, to raise a doubt as to whether 
the conviction was right ? Nothing that might tend to show that it was not 
80 was produced, and the applicant bad not—as he might bave done—brought 
forward anything on the occasion of the application to strike him off the roll. 
[Houghton said he had opposed the application in an affidavit in which the 
applicant protested his innocence.] As to his not having been defended by 
counsel, there was nothing in the case which, if he bad been innocent, need 
have prevented him from successfully defending himself, and, indeed, his own 
experience 28 a judge led him to believe that an innocent man was in no worse 
position on account of his not beiog defended by counsel. Yet the applicant's 
case was, in substance, that he had been improperly convicted; which, how- 
ever, he showed no ground for supposing. 

Maruew, J., concurred. The conclusion, he said, which he drew from the 
affidavit was that the applicant hed yielded to the temptation of receiving a 
sum from his client, the lady, for costs. It appeared that he caused the action 
against her to be se a and professed to act for her in defending it, and then 
obtained this money from her for costs, she heing under the impression that the 
action was brought against her by stranger and that her attorney was really 
defending her and acting for her. Yet the attorney said he did not think this 
very irregular! So that at this moment he insisted that there was nothing 
improper or irregular in his conduct. Under these circumstances, as the case 
now stood, the court had no alternative but to refuse the application. He said 
nothing as to the future. The application, therefore, was refused.—Zimes. 





COUNTY COURTS, 
BRADFORD. 
(Before W. T. S. Danret, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
Re Blackburn. 

Jordan moved on behalf of Mr. Moody, manager of the Halifax branch of 
the London and Yorkshire Banking Company (Limited), for an order against 
John Hartley Blackburn, the trustee in the estate of Matthew Mirfield, Mont- 
terrat Mills, Bradford, top maker, bankrupt. The motion, which was 
opposed by E. T. Atkinson, was to direct Blackburn to sell by auction forth- 
with all the real and personal property of the bankrupt remaining unreslized, 
without reserve, to pay to the creditors out of the proceeds a final dividend 
and wind up the estate ; and to defray the costs of the bank incident to the 
motion out of the bankrapt s estate. 

His Hoxoor, in giving judgment, ssid he was called upon to deal with a 
question of that eort for the first time, The question which was 
raised by Mr. Jordan on the of his clients was a very 
important question, which required to be determined upon principle. That 
principle was this: that, in a bankruptcy where a trustee had been 
—— with a committee of inspection to control and advise him, it was 

1 the right of any particular creditor, of each individoal creditor, without 


and ask for an order of immediate sale of unrealized property if the cireas, 
stances of the case were such as to show in respect of time that time sufficient 
had been given for the realization, and that the circumstances under which 
the realization had not taken place, and the reasons for such non-realization 
are matters to which the court had no right to look after a period sufficient 
~ ae, had vo aes yn pm | it — the policy of the ee 
aw no unnecessary time s jost'in realizing an estate, becanse 
was the obj pe pag Me Magen s a 
possible. He was satisfied in that case that the trustee from the 
beginning throughout bona jide in this sense, and his desire had been to realigs 
the property at such a time and in such a manner as would be most 

to the whole body of creditors ; that he had not been influenced in the 

he had taken by any desire to favour any body or class of creditors, 
nor to disfavour—that would be the proper ex ion—any one 
particular creditor. His Honour did not gather t any member 
of the committee of inspection disapproved of the resolution 
was passed by the other members of the committee who were residents in 
Bradford. The only other member of the committee was a gentleman 
resided at Halifax, who was creditor for a very large amount, £4,800, 

(the judge) also collected that the particular creditor who made that motion 
stood alone, and that there was noother creditor not a member of the com. 
mittee who supported bim in his application. He was not supported 
any person soquainted with the present or fature prospeots of property 
Bradford, but relied entirely on his own jadgment as to the ye persis 
avy alteration in the present depressed state of the value gyre fe 
the town. The applicant resided in Halifax, and what means of 
knowing the reasonable and businesslike prospects of Bradford it was herd 
to understand. On the other hand the trustee's case had been supported by 


E 


view to ite winding up, and the Act did not provide that a business should 
be carried on merely for the purpose of speculation. The court had 20 
power to interfere with creditors in the exercise of their autLority unless 
they exceeded that authority. He was of opinion that in this case that bad 
ape ate The motion had been misconceived, and would be dismissed 
with cos 

Solicitors for the applicant, England, Foster, & England, Halifax. 
Solicitors for the trustee in bankruptoy, Gardiner ¢ Jeffery, Bradford. 








SOCIETIES. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on Thursday, 1st of March, the 
following being present—viz., Mr. Desborough, ohairman,and Messrs, Boodle, 
Collision, Desborough, janior, Lucas-Scadding, Sidney Smith, and A, B. 
Carpenter, secretary—three new members were elected, and the ordinary 
general bnsiness was transacted, 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT INCORPURATED LAW SOCIETY, 


At the eighth annual general meeting of the society, held at the "a 
rooms, Hoole’s-chambers, Bank-street, Sheffield, on the 23rd ult., Br. 
Bernard Wake (the president) in the chair, it was resolved :— 

1,—That the minutes of the special general meeting of the society, held on 
September 29, 1882, excluding Mr. T, W. Badger, of Rotherham, from 
society now read, be confirmed. 

pnw the report presented by the committee be received, confirmed, 
and adopted, 

3.—That the accounts of Mr. Broomhead (the treasurer) for the past year, 
as printed, be approved and passed, and that the thanks of the society be 
given to bim for his services. 

4,—That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. Bernard Wake 
(the president) for the ability with which he bas filled the office, and the con- 
sideration he has given to his duties during the past year. 

5.—That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. Herbert Bramley 
for the able manner in which he has discharged the office of honorary secretary 
from the commencement of the society. 

6.—That Mr. Benjamin Burdekin be elected the president ; Mr. Joba 
James Wheat be elected vice-president ; Mr. Broomhead be re-elected the 
treasurer ; and Mr. Bramley be re-elected secretary of the society. 

7.—That the following gentlemen be hereby appointed to act with the 
officers mentioned in the last resolution as the committee for the ensuing an 


H. W. Cham iJ. 
Porrett, F. P. Smith, W. Smith, B. Wake, W. Wake, and Webster. 
8.—That Messrs, H, O, Maxfield be 


ear. 
" 9.—That the thanks of the society be given to C. B. 8, Wortley Esq. we 
for his attention to the matters laid before 
price for the publie Bills brought into the House of Commons during the 
session, w the 
10,—That the continuous sitting, 
oa sop lp he Oe cundant of the 
necessary ne f 
want of such 9 court entails the very serious evils of expense and delay, 
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eferense to the wishes o the other body of creditors, to come to that court 
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5 still evil—denial of justice—by the enforced reference or com- 
— cama many of which can only be daly and satisfactorily dealt 
with by the public examination of witnesses, and the decisions of superior 


— the present state of the law with reference to the continuing 
jigbility of an innocent partner for debts incurred by the fraud of his co- 
partoer, notwithstending that such innoceat partner has given up all his 
' and obtained his discharge under the Bankruptcy Act, is very 
er dactory. and requires amendment. 
12.—That the thanks of the meeting be given to the chairman for pre- 
siding. 


The following are extracts from the report :— 

The number of members is 127. 

Acts of Parliament.—A number of Acts most interesting and important to 
the profession have been passed during the session, which extended into the 
last days of December. 

{ reference may be made to the Settled Land Act and the Conveyanc- 
ing Act, 1882—both were the work of Lord Cairns, aud passed the Houses of 
Parlament without attracting mach attention from the public. The former 
Act gives tenants for life the powers which it has been often contended they 

have ; and it is difficult to imagine that the cry, that land was tied up 
and could not be sold, can be again indulged in, now that the Settled Land 
Act has come into force. The power of sale is very complete, but has had 
well-considered protections thrown around it, and it is hoped that the result 
wil be to benefit the whole community, Serious doubts have, however, 
quite recently been thrown on the previously undoubted powers of trustees 
under wills or settlements to sell, and it is contended that, under the 63rd 
wition, a trustee’s power of sale, without the consent of a life tenant or bene- 


, is gone. 

yt Octveyending Act of 1882, embodies provisions which were not 
indluded in the Act of 1881 as passed, but it should be carefully consulted 
with regard to searches, (which can now be made officially), acknowledg- 
mente of deeds by married women (to be taken by one perpetual commis- 
sioner only, and as to which some new orders have been recently issued), 
notice to clients of facts known to their solicitors, separate seta of 
trostees on appointment of new trustees, and operation of powers of 


attorney, 

The Married Women’s Property Act has altered the status of married 
women as regards property. Henceforth they are substantially to hold 
their property of every kind as femes sole, That very great, and probably 
wexpécted, results may follow is by no means improbable. The social 
tesalt of this Act it is not for your committee to speculate or comment upon; 
their duty is discharged when they have called your attention to the impor- 
tance of the Act. 

The Bills of Sale Amendment Act, 1882, which came into force last 
November, may shortly be stated to have practically prevented bills of 
tale from being in fature looked upon as valid securities, and the great 
diminution in the numbers that are now filed, as against those filed last 
year, shows thie, 

The Remuneration Order, having lain the requisite time before} both 
Honses of Parliament without objection, came into force on the 1st January, 
1888, and will bind future conveyancing transactions coming within its 
sope, unless the solicitor, before undertaking any business, elects by 
writing, communicated to the client, to charge according to the present 
system of charging by attendances and length of documents, Owing to the 
shortening of deeds, drawing is now to be charged at 2s. per folio, and 
perusing at le., whilst ordinary attendances are to be 10s.; and thus the 
time-honoured 63. 8d. disappears. The history of this order is romewhut 

liar from the fact that the president of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Ragland declined to sign it, whilst his brother president at Liverpool has 
the credit of drawing up the scheme, on which the difference between 
them took place. 

“Time alone can show whether the negotiation soale, which it is under- 
stood is obtained in Lancashire, will be paid in other parts of England. 
Your committee passed @ resolution on the subject to the effect that it 
Was not usual in this district, and it was thought would not be obtained. 

A considerable portion of your secretery’s time has lately been taken up 
in answering questions from different parts of the country as to what your 

y proposes to do respecting the conveyancing soale ; from this it 
Would appear that as yet tne different societies have not settled down to a 
general approval of it. Your committee however, after a report from the 
Conveyancing sub-committee, unanimously paesed a resolution :—“ That the 
tale in the order set forth should be adopted and adhered to whenever 
practicable. It being, however, acknowledged that special circumstances 
May exist, occasionally rendering the scale charge out of proportion to 
ame traneaction, and that under such circumstances the scale may 

Professional Matters.—Many conveyancing questions have come before 
the committee during the year, aud a ciroular was in the month of 

ber last issued to each member, stating the decision of the com- 
tittes on the following pointe :— 

Coats of Leases.—The question being raised whether a lessee taking a 
lease of property from @ mortgagor and mortgagee, a tenant for life and 
an, or two tenants in common, was obliged to pay the costs 
‘more than one solicitor, your secretary, as directed, laid the matter 

the council in London for consideration, and received a reply to the 

“That, in the absence of a special contract, the council are of 
Fee, het the lessee hes 6 right tonsveme thas the lessor fe in a position 
grant the lease, aud that he (the lessee) ought not to be put to more than 
vet of costs,” 








Conveyancing Act, 1881,—The following points arising out of this 
having been laid before the committee for decision, namely :—1. Is it 
visable to use the word “land” only when land and buildiogs are conveyed 
2. Is it advisable to use the word ‘‘convey” when leaseholds and money 
are assigned? 3. Is it advisable when making a« lease to make the 
landlord convey instead of demise’? 

It was resolved :—i. That it is advisable to use the words ‘*‘land and 
buildings,” and not “land” only, 2. That it is advisable to use the word 
assign in conjunction with the word convey where leaseholds are assigned, 
bat the word assign only wheu money is assigned, 3. That it is advisable 
to make the landlord demise in leases and not convey. 

Stamped Parchment at the Inland Revenue Office, Sheffield.—The 
shortening of deeds, in consequence of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, makes 
it probable that bookwise deeds would come into general use, and members, 
therefore, are hereby informed that bookwise parchment, of several sizes 
and bearing stamps ranging from 28, 6d, to £10, can now be procured at the 
Inland Revenue Office in Sheffield. Deeds can also be left there for stamp- 
ing without any payment for postage or trouble. 

Costs of Documents.—On the question of the charges to be made for copies 
of documents, the committee have passed the following resolutions :—1. ‘‘ That 
the charge for copies of documents be after the rate of 4d. per folio and not 
per brief sheet, except that, following the scale, copies of abstracts are 5d. 
per folio.” 2. ‘* That there shall be no charge for instructions for eopy, but 
if application to a client is necessary, or a search for the document or dooa- 
ments has to be made, then a reasonable charge to cover such extra trouble 
should be allowed.” 3, “ That the charge for delivery of the copy, or letter 
therewith, be 3s. 6d.” 

Fees on Bgilding Leases.—The committee have also had before them 
the question of the fee to be paid on the giving of a notice of assignment, 
in pursuance of a covenant to that effect in a building lease, and have passed 
a resolution that the fee should be 6a, 8d., if a solicitor accepts service of 
the notice, and 103. 6d. if the lessor’s solicitor is required to get the leasor’s 
acknowledgment. The committee, moreover, considered that it was right a 
covenant should be inserted in a building lease requiring notice of assign- 
ment to be given, 

Probate Affidavits.—The committee have approved the report of the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Sosiety on the question of probate affi- 
davits, and the suggested modifications of the preseat practice—namely, not 
to require fall detail immediately after the death, in the hope that, eventa- 
ally, the present practice will be usefally amended. The subject was first 
broached by Mr. Wm. Smith, at Hull. 


aes 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At a meeting held at Clement's Inn Hall on Wednesday, 2st of February, 
Mr. L. F.Spence in the chair, Mr. B. Foster Macgeagh moved, “ That capital 
punishment should be abolished,” and was supported by Messrs. Oxley 
Forster and Beaumont Morice. The motion was opposed by Messrs, May- 
vard, Ramsdale, Napier, Spence, Shirley, Tillotson, Templer, Harvey, and 
White. ‘The opener replied, and upon the chairman patting the motion to 
the meeting it was negatived by a majority of four votes, 


LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ ASSOCIATION.] 


The fourth meeting of the session of this association was held on Monday 
evening, the 26th of Febr2ary, at the Law Library, Mr. J. M. McMaster in 
the chair. There was a very large attendance. A most interesting paper, 
written by Mr. W. N. Wilson, solicitor, upon “The Women’s 
Property Act, 1882,” was read by the secretary, in the unavoidable absence 
of Mr, Wilson. A cordial vote of thanks having been accorded to Mr. 
Wilson, a very lively and well-sustained debate followed on the followiog 
question: “ Will the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, be a beneficial 
change in the relation of husband and wife?” Mr, C, F. Whitfield opened 
the question in the affirmative, and was followed by Mr.S. R. Weightman, 
in support of the negative. In the debate which ensued sixteen members 
took part. Both the openers having replied, the question was put to the 
meeting and decided in favour of the affirmative by a mejority of eight. 
There were fifty members present, 





= 


LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Gzorcs Tittine, solicitor, of Devonshire-chambers, Bishopsgate- 
atreet, has been appointed Solicitor to the Commercial Union Land, 
Building, and Inveatment Society. Mr. Tilling was admitted in 1878. 

Mr. Joun Mortey, barrister, LL.D., who has been elected M.P. for the 
city of Newoastie-apon-Tyne in the Liberal interest, is the son of Mr. 
Jouathan Morley, ot Blackbarn, and was born in 1838, He was ed 
at Cheltenham College, and was formerly aoholar of Lincola 
Oxford, where he graduated B.A. in 1859, and he has received the 
degree of LL.D. from the University of Glasgow, He was called to 
bar at Lincoin’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1873. 

Mr. Freperick Hveuss Hatusrt, solicitor (of the firm of 
Creery), of Ashford, hag been appointed Clerk to the Ashford and 
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Barial Boards, and to the Willesborough School, and Secretary to 
tothe Ashford Cattle Market Company, all which offices were held by the 
late Mr. Charles John Farley. Mr. Hallett’ was admitted a solicitor in 
1849. He is also clerk to the Ashford Local Board. His partner, Mr. 
Leslie Creery, is registrar of the Ashford County Court. 


Mr. Waurer Parse Ger, solicitor, of Chelmsford, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Visiting Justices of the Hssex County Lunatic Asylum, in suc- 
cession to his father, the late Mr. Thomas Morgan Gepp. Mr. W. P. Gepp 
was edoceted at Eton and at Merton College, Oxford, where he graduated 
B.A. in 1861, and he was admitted a solicitor in 1867. 


Mr. Epmunp Durrtow, solicitor (of the firm of Stone, Billson, Willcox, & 
Dutton), of Leicester, has been appointed Solicitor to the Leicester Permanent 
Building Society, on the resignation of bis partner, Mr. William Billson. Mr. 
Datton was admitted a solicitor in 1878. 

Mr, Vincent Joszrn Exvrep, solicitor (of the firm of Eldred & Bignold), 
of 11, Queen Victorie-street, London, E.C.), has been appointed a Commis- 
sioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Jadicature. 





DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Henry Savipeg, and Tuomas Henry Srewarp, solicitors, 44, Eastcheap, 
London (Savidge & Steward). January 31. 

Tuomas Hersert Watson, and THomas Baxter, solicitors, Lutterworth, 
Leicester (Watson & Baxter). February 6. [ Gazette, Feb. 23. ] 








OBITUARY. 


MR, ARTHUR JOHN KNAPP. 

Mr. Arthur John Knapp, solicitor, of Bristol, died at Clifton, on the 21st 
ult. Mr. Knapp practised for many years in the city of Bristol as a member of 
the firm of Osberne, Knapp, & Ward, He had a very extensive private practice, 
and he took an active part in local and public business. He was one of the 
original promoters of the Great Western Railway between London and Bristol. 
Siuce his retirement from business he had resided at Clifton, and had devoted 
himself to horticultural pursuits. He was for many years treasurer to the 
Clifton Zoological Society, and be was also chairman of the Leigh Woods Land 
Company, and vice-chairman of the Clifton Suspension Bridge Company. Mr. 
Knapp had been for several years a widower. 





MR. FREDERICK FARRAR. 

Mr. Frederick Farrar, solicitor (of the firm of Farrar & Farrar), of 2, Ward- 
robe-place, Doctors’ Commons, died at his residence, 88, Eccleston-square, on 
the 23rd ult., in his seventy-eighth year, from the effects of a street accident, 
Mr. Farrar was born in 1803, He was admitted a solicitor in 1827, and he 
practised at 2, Wardrobe-place, in partnership with Mr. Francis William Lewis 
Ferrar, who is vestry clerk of the parishes of St. Andrews-by-the- Wardrobe and 
St. Gregory, and ward clerk of Castle Baynard. The deceased was vestry clerk of 
the parish of St. Mary Magdalen, Knightrider-street, and be was the oldest 
member of the Common Council of London, having represented the Ward of 
Castle Baynard since 1840. In 1858 he was appointed by the late Sir Henry 
Muggeridge to the post of deputy for the joe: and he occupied that position 
until his death. Mr, Farrar was a representative of the Corporation of London 
on the Thames Conservancy Board, and he was alsoa member of the City Com- 
mission of Sewers, and s goveroor of Christ’s Hospital. On the 10th ult. he 
was rua over by.a cab when crossing Queen Victoria-street. He was at once 
taken to St. olomew’s Hospital, and he was removed to his house in 
Eecleston-square three days afterwards, it being hoped that he might in time 
recover from the effects of the eccident, but he gradually became weaker and 
rm without pain. Mr. Farrar was buried at Norwood Cemetery on the lst 
i 


MR, SIMON ADAMS BECK. 

Mr. Simon Adams Beck, solicitor, of Ironmongers’ Hall, Fenchurch- 
street, who was one of the oldest solicitors in the City of London, died at 
his residence at Cheam on the 26th alt., in his eighieth year. Mr. Beck was 
born in 1803, He was admitted a solicitor in 1824, and he had for nearly 
sixty years carried on an extensive practice inthe City. He was for many 
years clerk to the Ironmongers’ Company, bat a few weeks ago he 
resigoed the appointment, on scoount of failing health. His eon, Mr, 
Ralph Coker Adams Beck, was admitted a solicitor in 1873. 





MR. HENRY WILBRAHAM, 

Mr, Henry Wilbraham, barrister, registrar of the Chancery Court of 
Lancaster for the Manchester District, died at his residence, Overdale, 
Cheshire, on the 20th ult. Mr. Wilbraham was the son of the Jate Mr. 
George Wilbrabam, of Delamere House, Cheshire, and was born in 1823. He 
ity College, Cambridge, where he graduated as 
1846. He called to the barat Lincoln’s-inn in Easter 
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some years his devotion to his official duties had ly in his health, 
Jeet yoor ho visited both Switzerland aod’ North ales for ebange 


Mary, daughter of Mr. Christopher Marriott, by whom be leaves a of 
eight children, Reference to his death was made by V oe 
Bristowe, who, on taking his seat at the Chancery Court, in St. G .. 
Hall, Liverpool, said: ‘‘I cannot take my seat this morning without — 
iog my very great regret at the melancholy intelligence of the death of Mr, 
Wilbraham, the Manchester registrar. You are all aware that he had for some 
time been ailing, and I had boped that temporary absence from hie duties 
might have restored him to health. However, it bas been otherwise ordained. I 
am quite sure that every member of the court, speaking for myself, the regis. 
trar, the bar, and solicitors, will deeply feel the great logs we have sustained 
in Mr. Wilbraham, He was a gentleman in every sense of the word, and I 
may say, as far as I have had an opportunity of becoming acquainted with 
him, he was a most zealous, able, and efficient officer. I can only express my 
very great regret at his having been taken from us.” Dr. Pankhurst, senior 
member of the Manchester branch of the local bar practising in the 

Court, expressed the sincere pleasure with which they had heard his Hi 8 
generous and just words of tribute to the memory of Mr. Wilbraham. 

all felt that in the discharge of his responsible duties Mr, Wilbraham 
dignity to his important office, 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
ORDER OF CouRT. 

Monday, the 26th day of February, 1883, 

Whereas by the order dated the 22nd day of December, 1882, i 

provision for the hearing and determining during the absence on circuit 
the Honorable Sir Edward Ebenezer Kay, one of the justices of the High 
Court of Justice, the causes and matters then pending before the said judge, 

it was ordered that all such causes and matters should be for all 

transferred until further order to the Honorable Sir John Pearson, one of 
the justices of the High Court. And whereas it has been represented to 
me that in consequence of the said Mr. Justice Kay having returned from 
ciroult and about to resume his sittings in his own court, it is ex- 
t that the re-transfer hereinafter directed should be made. I, the 
ht Honorable Roundell Earl of Selborne, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do therefore order that all causes and matters by the said order 
Justice Kay to the said Mr. Justice Pearson, be re-transferred from 
said Mr. Justice Pearson to the said Mr. Justice Kay, and be marked in 
the cones. hocks aeetartaay And this order is to be drawn up by 
i and set up in © several offices of the Obenctey Tieiiion of 
High Court of Justice, SELzorns, C. 


E 





Ogver or Court. 
Thursday, the 220d day of February, 1883. 
Whereas, from the present state of business before the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
James Bacon, Mr. Justice Fry, Mr. Justice Chitty, and Mr. Justice Pearson 
respectively, it is expedient that a portion of the causes assigned to 
Justice Fry and Mr. Justice Chitty respectively, should be transferred to the 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon, and that a further portion of the causes so assigned 
should for the purpose only of trial or hearing ‘be transferred to Mr. Justice 
Pearson ; Now I, the Right Honourable Roundell Earl cf Selborne, Lord 
Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby order that the several causes set 
in the schedules hereto be transferred as follows :—that is to say, those in the 
first schedule from Mr. Justice Fry to Vice-Chancellor Bacon; those in the 
second schedale from Mr. Justice Chitty to Mr. Justice Pearson, for the 
only of tris! or hearing ; those in the third schedule from Mr. Justice 
Chitty to Vice-Chancellor Bacon; and all such causes are to be marked in the 
cause books accordingly. And this order is to be drawn up by the registrar 
and set up in the several offices of the Chancery Division of the High Court of 
Justice. 
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LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Feb, 26.—Bitls Read a Second Time. 


_Paivare Biris.—Brighton 
Coulsdon and U 
Mato Diifield ‘Cottle Market Devge 


Caterham Railway bt Raa | eer Vicare 


T 6 before 
Bxotor | "o"to ecud thels nansen and pddibenca, sud Uae particulars of thelr outs ox" claims v0 


Water; Chetham’s Patent ; ; 
; 





and District Sea Water S 3 St. Peter’s (Clifton, Bristol) Oburch ; 
diners trout and: Yonton Gary Wiaenana Dooeiat apport of Sewers); 
Windsor and Eton Water; and 's Canal City and Railway 
(Canal Capital). 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Feb. 23.—Bilis Read a First Time. 
Bill to make farther provision for taking dues for repairing and improving 


the harbours in the Isle of Man (Mr. J. Hous). 
| ai eee the days of Parliamentary elections (Mr. 
ARBUT 
Bill to extend the jurisdiction of the county courts (Mr. Nozwoop). 
Feb. 26.— Bills Read a Second Time. 

Privatg Bitts,—Bexley-heath Railway ; Birmingham Corporation 
solidation) ; Burnley Borough Improvement; East and West Yorkshire 
Union Railways ; 3 Godalming Borough Waves : Haw heath Tram- 
way; Hartlepool Borough Extension ; Lambourn Valley way ; Leaming- 
ton Corporation ; London, Hendon, and Harrow Railway ; Longton Exten- 
sion and Improvement ; Paddington Market; Portsmouth Corporation ; 
Ribble Navigation, Preston Dock, and h Extension ; Sheffield Cor- 
poration ; Skegness, Chapel, St. Leonard's, ~ Alford ‘Tramways ; ; South 
Kensington Market; Swansea Harbonr ; ” and Workington Local Board 


Water. 
Bills Read a First Time, 
Bill to make provision for police pensions and allowances (Mr. Hrspent). 
Bill for the conservancy of rivers and the prevention of floods (Mr. Dop- 


SON). 
Feb. 27.—Bills Read a Second Time. 

Patenta for Inventions (Sir J. Lussock). 

Patents for Inventions (No. 3) Bill (Mr. AnpmRson). 

Feb. 28.—Bills Read a Second Time. 

Private Bitts,—Bristol Port Railway and Pier; Heywood Cupentien 
Metropolitan Board of Works (Bridges, &c.) ; Nottingham Corporation ; 
Penzance Corporation. 

Bankruptcy Law Amendment. 

Bill Read a First Time. 
Bill to amend the Pablic Worship Regulation Act (Mr. Rerp). 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Joint Stock ComPANIEs. 


Lrurrep iv CHANCERY. 
Aten Moverit Company, Lustrep.—Petition for windi oP presented Feb 21, 
directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Mar 3. Stil and Co, Leadenhall st, 
solicitors for the petitioners 
Aneio-Bonzmiw Coat Company, Loarrep.—Petition for winding up, presented Feb 21, 
directed to be heard before Bacon, ¥.C.,on Mar 3. Stibbard and Co, Leadenhall st, 


solicitors for the petitioners 

AnGgntrgre Minera Company, Lrurrep.—Petition for a winding wp, Feb 21, 
directed to be before Bacon, V.C., on Mar 3. Leadenhall st, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

Danise Fregxoip Lawp Rectamation Company, Liwirap ne V.C. ney ey an 
order Feb 3, appointed Frederick Bertram Smart, 53, Cannon be pro- 

BR on Soe liqui Fed 21 
RENCH Minerat Company, Liurrep resented ’ 
directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., ‘Sime 3 Subbard ani Eo Teedenbal Leadenhall st, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

Oprvettas Mrvgrat Company, Lrutrep.—Petition for a Feb 21, 
directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Mar 3. 8S Leadenhall st, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

[ Gasette, Feb. 23.} 


Bwion Crrotan Sirver Lean Mine, Lrurrep.—By an order made by Pearson, J., dated 
Feb 2, it was ordered that the Mine be wound up. Norris and Norris, row, 


agents for Jenkins and Davies, idloes, solicitors for the 
bg ts anp Company, Liutrrep.—By an order made by V.C., dated Feb 17, 
wes of the company continued. Ashurst 


it was ordered that the hs omy =f wi 
ond Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the 

Compare oP Poems gt Pee AND Beeose Aesnts, Luatrep.—Petition 
= up, presented Feb 23, directed to be heard before Fry, J.,onMar9, Morley, 

ide, solicitor for the petitioners 

~~ Farewotp Lawp Rectamation Company, Lrutrap.—By an order made by 
Bacon, V.C., dated Feb 17, it was o that the company be wound up. Jennings, 
Holborn, solicitor for the petitioner 

Dias Dov Stars Quararss Company, Liurtep.—By an order made =. ¥. Senna oa J. 
dated Feb 16, it was ordered that the company be wound up. 
agent for Mason and Caldecutt, Chester, solicitors for the 

Estates anp Buriprxes Improvement anp [nvastMant Association, LIMtreD 
J., has fixed Mar 8 at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liq aidator 
. B. Lawen Np “nt ees - Feb 3, directed to 

Budge row, Cannon at, 

agents for M Tbe 


ORKING me Lutrrap.—By an order made by Pearson, J., dated 
Feb 16, it was ordered that the volun el eng eS Se gang be continued. 
Rutter, Clifford's inn, solicitor for the petitioners 
Mussas, Junxtnsow anv Day, Luarrep.—Bacon, V.C., has, by an order dated Feb 15, 
to be official 
. names and 
dresses, an: culars 
Oat Ih is appotohe for hearing and the 
——- Fruit Peeservine bo sg = MItEp.— Petition for 


eb 22, directed to be aged on Friday, Mar 9, Beaeen, Landankel 1 
pg Pom yh edects 
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Mr William Waddell, 1, Queen Victoria st. Monday, April 16 at 12, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Oup Enxetise Horst Company, Liurrep.—By an order made by Chitty, J., dated Feb 
14, it was that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued, 
J and Weatheralls, King’s Bench walk, ple, agents for Burdekin and Co, 
Sheffield, solicitors for the petitioners 

PuorogRaPHic Agtists Co-operative Surriy Association, Lrrrep.—By an order 
made by merry, J., dated Feb 15, it was ordered that the Association be wound up. 
Barnard and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, solicitors for the petitioner 

Suw Avro-Pyrumatio Liegutine anp Heatine Company, Limrrep.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Feb 23, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C.,on Mar 10. Comyns, 
Gresham house, Old Broad st, solicitor for the petitioners 

Yacurine Gazerrz Company, ».—By an order made by Chitty, J., dated Feb'17, 
it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued. Coe, 
Hart st, Bloomsbury sq, solicitor for the petitioner 

[ Gazette, Feb. 27.] 


UnNurmitep in CHANCERY. 
Exzrer Tramways Company,—Petition for winding up, presented Feb 21, directed to 
be heard Bacon, V.0., on Mar 3. Foss, Abchurch lane, solicitor for the petitioner 
[ Gazette, Feb. 23.] 
Srawwarres oF CoRNWALL. 
Lrarrsp mv CHANCERY. 
Basace Unsrrep Trx Mures Company, Diuirep.—By an order made by the Vice-Warden 
Feb 21, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Hodgeand Co, Truro, 
agents for Rogers and Chave, Great Winchester st bldgs, solicitors for the petitioners 
S1uver Hii Mrivine Company, Luairep.—Petition for winding up, presented Feb 20, 
directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden at the Law Institution, Chancery lane, 
on Saturday, Mar 3, at 12. Affidavits to be used at the hearing, in opens to 
the petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before Feb 28, and 
notice thereof must, at the same time, be given to the itioner; his solicitor, or his 
— Hodge and Co, Truro, agents for Gregory, psgate st Within, petitioners 
[ Gazette, Feb. 23.] 
FRrenDLY Socretizes Disso.vep. 
a Morvat Bsexerrir Socrery, Tump House Inn, near Blakeney, Gloucester. 


[ Gasette, Feb. 23.] 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Arxrrsoy, Wint1AmM, Myerside, Lancaster, Farmer. Mar 20. Atkinson v Gunn, Kay, 
J. Jackston, Ulverston 

Bowrnx, Hzstzr Lzz, Wern, Salop. Mar 25. Bearcroft v Bearcroft, Fry, J. Bear- 
croft, Droitwich 

Cooxz, Cuaristornzr, Lincolns’ inn fields, Esq. Mar 20. Rolles v Ford, Chitty, J. 
Ford, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Coorzr, Rickarp, Preston, Salop, Innkeeper. Mar 9. Cooper v Cooper, Chitty, J. 


Salt, Shre 
Frazgr, Louisa Atrcta, Haversham, Buckingham. Mar 14, Frazer v Dowbiggin, 
V.C. Dicker, Gutter lane 

Humpury, Ricnarp, Southport, Esq. Mar 14. Humphry v Mason, Kay, J. Neish 
and Howell, Watling st 

— Ayya Mary, Charmouth, Dorset. Mar21. Pares v Vaughan, Kay, J. Blunt, 

icester 

Scuavus, Frarcis Wriu1aM, Bradford, Stuff Merchant. Mar 13. Hoffmann and Cov 
Schaub, Bacon, V.C. Killick, Bradford 

Yarpisy, Cxarxzs, Marlborough hill, St John’s Wood, Soap Refiner. April 2. Yardley 
v Yardley, Fry, J. Shoubridge, Lincoln’s inn fields 

(Gazette, Feb. 16.} 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Asem, James, Atherton, Lancaster, Collier. May 13. Whitaker, Lancaster pl, 


Attzx, Groner, Thorne, York, Gent. April2. England, Goole 

Bass, Aprauam, Winshill, Derby, Esq. Mar 31. Goodger, Burton upon Trent 

Brison, WitL14M, Chilwell, Nottingham, Gent. April 1. Wells and Hind, Nottingham 
Bispos, Haznzzert, Iiton, Somerset. Mar 3. Paull, Ilminster 

Booxze, Exizazers, Allerton, Lancaster, April6. Rowe and Co, Liverpool 

ba ne Mary Ann, Berry Brow, nr Huddersfield, York. Mar7. Welsh, Hud- 


Brown, Hzwry, Pi; th, Devon, J.P. Mar13. Hubbard, Chancery lane 

Camrsutt, Jossrx Donatp, South Penge pk, Surrey, Tea Salesman. Mar15. Quick 
and Bidder, George st 

Crosz, Gronex, Harrogate, York, Gent. Mar13. Croft, Richmond, York 

Compton, Exizazetn. Mari2. Rudall, Epsom 

oman eno a Dunster, Somerset. Mari7. Bere, Milverton 
AVIS, GEORGE, i n ve, Kennington, Gent. Mar 16. Bi wnhall 
an, ho tite sua — , 

Davison, AntHowy, Seaton Delaval, Northumberland, Esq. May 1. Brumell, Morpeth 

Daexarex, WitL1aM Porter, Southport, Lancaster, Pianoforte ufacturer. Mar 24. 
Jevons and Co, Li 1 


iverpoo 
Dorr, Exizasera Aww, Rue des Ecuries d’Artois, Paris, France. Aprill, Barnes and 
— — Hzzgmaxy, John st, Minories, Ship Broker. Mar 19. Cattarns and Co, 


Giiie4M, Gzorez, Bexhill, near i 
oi ay pom Hastings, Sussex, Manufacturer of Cream Cheese. 


Guapstons, ALEXanpzr, Liverpool, Wine and Spirit Merchant. April12, Collins and 
’ 
om, Tomas Loxcuiner, Gateshead, Durham, Civil Engineer, Mar 16. Williams, 


Gorpos, Hon Awwz, Bath. May1. Stone and Co, Bath 
Hazsor, Joun, Sheffield, York, Tailor. April 16. Branson and Co, Sheffield 
Hatuawarx, Ruops Margarzr, Strand Union Workhouse, Edmonton, Matron. Mar 16, 
Hoven ft Bricton ioe Gen Mar 24, Mil 
EBNRY ‘on, Gent, . Mills and Brunswick pl, City rd 
UNTER, Joum, Coatham, York, Farmer. Mar9. Meek, Middicsiorenes vi Cay 
ptr! ——. Eastbourne terrace, Paddington, Barrister at law. Mar 31. Ley 
Kine, Witt AMUEL, Gillingham, Kent, Gent. Mar 25. 8 ing! 
Masri, Samvrt, Poole, Dorset” Fish Merchant. Mar 31. Ph cane Sag — 
Moat, Exizazetn, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. April 7 Co, Newcastle-upon- 
Motz, Many Axy, Froxfield, Hants. Mar14. Dawson, Hart st, Bloomsb 
Noxmay, Jamuus Kurtz, Lay ham, Suffolk, Gent. Mar 26, Flange ~: 
Parmer, Anruvn, Brighton, ee Esq. Mar 16. Ingram and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Rozxxgtson ierlier aad sunt, alcutta, India, Merchant. June 1. Hardisty and 
Sisson, Hev Jou» Szrriuvs, Orton Vicarage, Westmoreland. Mar 19. 
Hop 


Vv Moser, 
sume. Ww 2 
ms 1LL14M, Brandeston, near vm Market, Suffolk, 


. , Kendal 
Picker. Mar 14. 





$$ 


Srzwozr, Water, Bath. Mayl. Stone and cre 
Srame, Anw Gurueiz, ton-upon-Hull, Os 6. Stamp and Co, Hull P 
Srerry, Joun, Yorting. wen ty mg Mar 22. Sh and Riley, Moorgate st 
oe Axcurpatp, Kensington Gardens terrace. oames, Lincoln’s inn 
e! 
Surrersy, Jonatwan Nixon, Long Sutton, Lincoln, Chemist. Mar 16, Mossop and’ 
nm 


Mossop. jutto: 
Tats, Ricuarp, Hartlopoo, Durham, Drapers’ Clerk. Mar 14. Meek, Middlesborengh 
Pee et orbeee Tecaivas Desbigh, General iu EM's Army, Mae } 
WNSHEND, Hewny) Dive ig’ in ‘8 ‘ F 
Vv. rir ate Southampton. April 20. Wi as 
INCENT, WILLIAM, jou a “ . Warner, $ 
Warts, Jann Atrcs, Painswick, Gloucester. ‘April ion hunks and Mills. Stroud 
Wuurs, Ropuzr Arxrnsox, White Post lane, Hackney Wick, Licensed Victualler. 
26. Webb, Barbican chmbrs, Barbican 
(Gazette, Feb. 16.] 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF 

aoe & V. 0. Bacom, 

5 Mr. Jackson Mr, +m | 
Cobby . Merivale 

Jackson King 
Cobby Merivale 

Jackson King 
Merivale 


Cobby 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
PraRson. 


Fry. A 
Mr. Koe Mr, Lavi 
YY ccccccce secevce Clowes Cc 
Wednesday..ccscsesseece Koe 

Thursday ..cccccccverece Clowes 

PEIMAy ccocsececsccnetnce Koe 

Saturda: Clowes 


Date. 
Monday, March.....sesse 


WEBMAY ..cecesescccesee 6 
Wednesday .rccsssesesees 7 
Thursday. ..ccccse-scoee 8 
Frida: eeseseseeeaeeeaeete : 


Vocccvevses vere 1 


Monday, March...cccoese 
Tuesda 


WV oc ccccvecssccess 1 








LEGAL NEWS. 


The Board of Trade have drawn up and published a series of clauses 
which are submitted for consideration as rough drafts of model clauses pro-. 
posed to be inserted in Provisional Orders, and so far as applicable ia 
licences granted under the Electric Lighting Act, subject to such modifica- 
tions as local circumstances may in any case render expedient. They do 
not constitute a complete order. Clauses applicable only in particular 
cases, clauses with regard to the breaking up of private stxeets, railways, 
tramways, &c., general clauses as to notices, &c., saving clauses, and others 
are omitted; but they are intended to include the main subjects of general 
interest as to which any controversy is likely to arise. The following 
points require special attention :—The choice of the area of supply, the 
question of capital, the modes of supply, and the time of supply. As to 
price, it is proposed that electricity should in all cases be charged for by 
meter; but as at present it seems doubtful whether there is any 
meter for quantity or energy, a power is given to the undertakers to charge 
for the present, and until the Board of Trade otherwise direct, by the 
maximum current required, and the number of hours daring which electri- 
city is used. No clauses are inserted as to limitation of profite, revi sion of 
prices, monopoly, &c. In the case of local authorities, there will be n0t 
only competition to look to, but also public opinion, and the Board of Trade 
prefer to rely upon the above considerations rather than to attempt to 
impose artificial restrictions, which in other cases have not proved too success- 
fol. Any person desirous of offering acy criticisms or suggestions with 
regard to these clauses is requested to do so by letter, addressed to the 
Board of Trade, and marked on the outside of the cover enclosing it 
‘* Electric Lighting Act,” on or before the 14th day of March. 








The Veloplastic Company have issued a prospectus stating that 
company has been formed for the purpose of acquiring the valuable 
rights for the invention of improvements in the process and ap 
manufacturing material imitating leather fabrics and the like, and 
wood, stone or other surfaces, embossed or otherwise figured, and also 
the manufacture of imitation leather and other fabrics, together with 
certain improvements and additions to the said inventions 
secured; and also all the trade secrete in connection with the 
rights. The following are some of the many uses to which it is 
larly adapted :—General upholstery, including the covering of seate snd 
cushions in railway and other carriages, tramoars, 
waiting rooms, &o., and in fact for most purposes for which leather is 
now in demand ; the manufacture of nearly all articles known in the trade by 
the name of “fancy leather goods "—oovering dressing bags, mill rollers, 
bookbinding, wood carving, and other works of art. The capital is £100,000, 
in 100,000 shares of £1 each, of which 30,000 shares have already been 
applied for, and 25,000 are reserved as part payment to the vendor, 
leaving 45,000 shares which are now offered at par. The vendor, who 
also the promoter of this company, has fixed the porchase-soeey 
£50,000. £25,000 is payable in cash, and £25,000 in shares, and he is to 
provide for payment of all incidental to the formation of the 
company up to the allotment 
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Stock and Share Auction and Adve Company’s (Limited) sale, 
pores 1st inst., at their sale-rooms, Crown-court, O Ou Broad-street, 
the following were among the prices obtained:—Tasmanian Main Live 

: tale. Edinburgh, and G w Assurance £1 
10s, paid, Te. 64,; Woolwich and South East on Trams £6 
; West Metro yy [ey 10s.; John Moir & Son 
par; Rio Grande do Sul Seg be ** A.” shares, 10s. ; North 
Trams £10 shares, £7 10s.; and other miscellaneous securities 


Be 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
Bob. 23, ot 4, , West-hill-villas, Wandsworth, 8, W., the wife of W. J. 

Oe of 16, incoln’s-inn -fields, W.C., solicitor, of a ter. 
Dovercourt, the of A. J. H. Ward, 


Gi Oe. 22, at 4, Orwell-terrace, 
Waid, of » son, stillborn, : 


ge gl rr 1, at St, John's C Cathedral, ~ maken Main- 
Mang barrister-at-law, to Susan Isa daughter of Henry 
hoy of Reading, — 8, 


juos.—Feb, 22, suddenly, at his pa ny Tree, Wye, Kent, George Amos, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


wars BERET 
Farpay, Feb. 23, 1883, 
Onder the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
pretiices mach forwars tele peupee of Sits to the Regictenr. 
urrender in Lond 


John, Addison ra North, Builder. Pet Feb 20. serve. Mar 9 at 
" eee Hey, Drepens pers’ gdns, Throgmorton st, Stock Brokers’ Clerk, Met Feb 
y: at 
Graber Th omas, ‘Leadenhall st, Tobacco Broker, Pet Feb 20, Murray. Mar 9 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Butterworth, James, Middleton, Lancaster, Clogger. Pet Feb 21. Tweedale. Oldham, 


Mar? at 
Be John 2 Henry, Woodlands, Isleworth, Builder, Pet Feb 20. Ruston. Brent- 


cam Senett, York, Rag Merchant. Pet Feb 19. Tennant. Dewsbury, Mar 

= Davenham, Chester, Baker. Pet Feb 20. Speakman, Crewe, Mar 7 
Jones, Mi and 'David Morgan Jones, Swan: Drapers. Pet Feb19. Jones. 
4 EN et 9 sea, pers. 


en ip, Leeds, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Feb 16, Marshall. Leeds, 
obs ot vhian, Totterdown, Somerset, Butcher. Pet Feb21. Harley. Bristol, 
or, Batley, York, Rag Merchant. Pet ¥eb19, Tennant. Dewsbury, Mar 


Rowe, og online eg Newport, Isle of Wight, late Farmer, Pet Feb 19. Blake. 


sa James Ii Richmond, Norwich, Watchmaker. Pet Feb 19. Cooke. Norwich, Mar 
_ Robert, Liverpool, Merchant. Pet Feb 20. Bellringer. Liverpool, Mar 8 


Miltaker, James ~~ » Menenoster, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, Pet Feb 19. 
Tile, Joseph, jun, eee Chester, Haberdasher, Pet Feb 21, Speakman, Crewe, 


Tuzspar, Feb. 27, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must wee See their proof —— to the Registrar. 
urrender in 
vedio hai John More Martin, Gloucester rd, South Kensington, Saddlers. 
31, litt. Mar 14 at 
P. Talbot, — “a Tobacconist. Pet Feb 22. Hazlitt. Mar 14 at 11 


Se ow terrace, South Kensington, Fishmonger, Pet Feb 23. 


Charles William Mellersh, Grange walk, Bermon ‘anners, 
Wa Ales Pepys. Mar l4at1 e ™ ne a 2 
in the 


ell, To 8 La Yountry, 
John, Lancaster, Corn Dealer. Pet Feb 24. Wilson. Preston, Mar 16 at 11.30 
Cleary, James, W oWelt ord, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 24, Campbell. 


Ws Joh Stop, aes Bedford, Straw Plait Merchant, Pet Feb 23, Cooke, Luton, 

nin laniean, Hants, Mealman, Pet Feb 20, Renny. Portsmouth, Mar 15 

ee Fenjamin Hillyard, » Cambridge, Coal Merchant, Pet Feb 23. Eaden, Cam- 

Rae Book 30% a Thomae, Tenby, Pembroke, Grocers. Pet Feb 19. Parry. 

Henry, Ripley, Derby, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 23, Weller, Derby, Mar 15 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


Lt gr ig band Feb, 23 
, John, Tothill s Bt, hatewort ry Lower Clapton, ; poo ” 


We 
a 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Farpar, Feb. ay 1883, 
Ce encnentar, yw Mar 6 at 3 at A Committee Room, Old Townhall, 
Albert, North 
Jame Oh Dadi annie 2a, Builder, Mar 12 at 2 at office of Andrew and 
Newcaatle-under-Lyme, Baker, Mar 9 at 3 at office of James, 


acm, Leicester, Pr Market Gardener, Mar 8 at 3 at office of Hales, Friar lane, 


Leicester 
oe Mar 19 at 2,90 at office of Arm: 


pe 
g 


i 








Beats, See, Pentechin, Fiat, Dig Seater, Mar 6 at 11 at office of Beneney, Bestgnte 


penaien Semon Hicks, Leeds, Cork Manufacturer. Mar 13 at 10,30 at Law Institute, 
Albion pl, Leeds. Cross, 
Bedford, mas, Menkfrystone, York, Farmer. Mar 9at2at office of Spink, Ponte- 


Billingham, Thomas Newey. Tipton, Stafford, Shopkeeper. Mar 8 at 3 at offiee of 
Bliss, John William, Rotherhithe, Licensed Victualler. Mar 15 at 2 at office of Layton, 
row 
Breac! ck hae on eee Mar 8 at 3 at Provincial Hotel, 
Haw ock rd, Hasti ann, Hastings 
i Eaward Archibal, Stratford, Essex, Distiller. Mar 8 at 2 at office of Layton 


pueee a ed Kenilworth, Warwick, Farmer. Mar 9 at 12 at Queen’s Hotel, Hert- 


ford st, Cov . Taylor, Birmingham 
gt ty at owden, York, I . Mar 8 at 12 at Bowman’s Hotel, Howden, 


Campbe pbell, William, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Cabinet Maker. Mar 9 at 3 at office of 


ouaaneys Berane fishera” St Helen’s 
ag ema Richard, Brewer st, Golden sq, Packing Case Maker. Mar 2 at 3 at 270, 
olborn, 


= ied is eee, to Dar Mar 16 at 3 at office of Emanuel and 
‘immo: 
- ba pag Bd eh Bromwich, Stafford, Beer Dealer. Mar 8 at 10.30 at office of Wright, 
Doom’ Salvatee, ss Oarditt Cecdift.  Btophenes Ship Fm Mar 13 at 3 at office of Tribe 
ott Co, Crockherbtown, Cardiff, 
a, Alfred, B Blackburn, Lnonster, Bestmener, a iar 0 ab Il st office of Riley, Astley 


Dowler, ees yo Worcester, out of business. Mar 9 at 3 at offices of Lambert, 
Voregate st, Worcester 

Elliott, George, Wombwell, nr Barnsley, York, Builder. Mar 13 at 4.45 at the Railway 
Hotel, Wombwell. Rideal, Barnsley 

Fletcher, John, Derby, Provision Merchant, Mar 12 at 3 at offices of Briggs, Amen 


alley, Derb 
Forshaw, Saumes, Liverpool, Cement Dealer. Mar 8 at 8 at offices of Newman, Sweeting 


BR cide, x. 4 Stanningley, York, Clogger. Mar 7 at 10.30 at offices of Cross, Market 
st, Bradfo 

Frater, agg see Northumberland, Joiner. Mar 5 at 10.30 at offices of Forster, 
St John st, Newcas 

Frater, Mark, Rothbury, Northumberland, Chemist, Mar 5 at 11.30at offices of Forster, 
St John st, Newcastle 

Griffin, John, Worcester, Basket Maker. Mar 12 at 11 at offices of Stallard, Copenhagen 
st, Worcester 

Halstead, James, Clitheroe, Lancasier, Carter. Mar 12 at 10.30 at offices of Aitken, 
Blackburn rd, Accrington 

Hawkins, Berkeley, Weston-super- , General Shopkeeper, Mar 9 at 11,30at Victoria 
Hotel, Weston-super-Mare. Chapman, Bridgwater 

Heard, Thomas Jeremiah, Wolverhampton, Commission Agent. Mar? at 10.15 at offices 
of Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Hilling, Charles, and Edmund Henry Randall, George yd, , Woollen 
Agents. Mar 12at3at Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Sole and Alder- 


manb' 
Hillyer, Raymond, Worthing, Sussex, Builder. Mar 7‘at 3 at office of Holmes, Bedford 


w, Worthin 
Hilton, Alfred, Trertfora, Hatter. Mar 7 at11.30 at office of Sworder and Longmore, 
Castie st. Hertford 
Hooper, Henry, and Woodward Hooper, Weston st, Bermondsey, Leather Factors. 
Mar 16 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Ashurst and Co, oooh J a. 
Israel, Louis Ash, Chichester st, Upper Westbourne terrace, 12 at 3 at 
office of Rubinstein, Regents st, Waterloo place 
Jefferson, George, Maryport, Cumberland, Publican, Mar 13 at 2 at office of Nichol- 
son, Bell’s p!, Senhurst st, Maryport 
Jones, Richard, Holywell. Flint, Leather Merchant, Mar 9 at 3 at Grosvenor Hotel, 
Chester. Louis an d Edwards, Ruthin 
Kirkby, William, pad vg Farmer. Mar 9 at 11.30 at North Stafford Hotel, Stoke 
upon Trent. Clarke and Hawley, Longton 
Knights, Horace, Griston, Norfolk, Innkeeper. Mar 8 at 2.30 at office of Grigson and 
Robinson. Watton 
aes ——— Charles Henry, Bristol, Gloucester, Cigar Merchant, Mar 9 at3 at 
office of Layton and Jacques, Ely pl 
Lawrence, William Bennett, oe Monmouth, Butcher. Mar 8 at12 at office of 
heemagg, Albion chmbrs, Newport 
Linton, Charles, Reese, | Builder. Mar 1 12at12at Greyhound Hotel, High st, Croy- 
don. an 
Lockley, tere Winfenstows Salo ip, Stonemason, Mar7 at 12 at Buck’s Head Hotel, 
Church Stretton. Griffiths, Bishop’s Castle 
ae Alexander, Nuneaton, Tailor. Mar 12 at 2 at office of Slingsby, Newdegate 
8 eaton 
uaaeee William Sang, Witton le Won, Durham, Foundry Manager. Mar 15 at 3 
at office of Barron, High row, Darli 
Madden, John, Liverpool, Butcher. Mar 7 at 3 at bye y Madden, Lord st, Liverpool 
Marsdin, William, Hatfield, York, Farmer. Mar 8 at 1 at Angel Hotel, 
Doncaster. Webster and "Styring, Sheffield 
Matthews, Peter, Widnes, Grocer. Mar 6 vt 3 at office of Gibson and Bolland, Souta 
John st, Liverpool. Beasley, Widnes 
Matthews, Seymour, pean, Aik Warwick, Builder, Mar8 at 11 at office of Hughes 
and Masser. Little Par! a 
on ey ot beeen. . Mar 14 at 1 at Green Dragon Hotel, 
ere’ 
Naef, Conrad, Swiss Hotel, Finsbury pavement, Restaurant Proprietor. Mar 12 at 3at 
office of Gold dberg and Langdon, West st, Finsbury tag 
Newitt, Charles, e, Oxford, _jaoeupe. at2at Anchor Hotel, Thame. 
Parker and Witkin High Wycombe 
Nicholson, Thomas, Upper Vernon st, Clerkenwell, Potato Salesman. Mar 9 at 11 at 
office of mags Vintock st, Strand 
Norrish, William, Nottingham, out of business, Mar 7 at 3.30 at office of Bird, Middle 
yocenest, radg tn pry 
Took’s ct, Chancery lane, Law Writer. Mar 6 at 2 at office of Scott and 
Co, fieree 8 inn fields 
Pardin ngton, John, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Tailor, Mar 3 at 12 at office of Potter, 
Regent st, Cheltenham 
—,. Rg Barrow-in-Furness, rm, Barrow Mar 12 at 13 at Victoria Hotel, 
h st, eo Bes Furness. Barrow, w-in-Furness 
Puillipe Edward, Newtown, Montgomery, W ine Merchant, Mar 9 at 1 at George 
Hotel, Shrewsbury. Powe 
Phillips, John William, Southampton, Builder, Mar 7 at 3 at office of Perkins, Albion 


ter, So 
pik: Googe, Patan ri Lambeth, Groce. Mar 9 at 2 at office of Girling, Chancery 
Gresham st. Freeman, Brighton 
Piish, Shomes Gray, Sunderland, Grocer, Mar 5 at3at office of Bentham, Nile st, 
Fenda, Winey: and Jeon Tem Reevrick, hades Rehan, Mar 8 at 1] at office of 
Albert chmirs, Church side, | 
Pollard, George, Bristol Denia. tar 8 oh 1006 olen af Mabon Broad st, 
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Poole, Edwin Albert, John st, Crutched Friars, Provision Merchant. Mar 19 at 2 at 
office of Woodley, Guildhall chbrs, Basinghall street. Bruce and Galloway, Gresham 

Powers, Alfred, Birmingham, Chandelier Maker. Mar 8 at 11 at office of Grand Hotel, 
Colmore row, Taylor, Birmingham 

Pullan, Alfred, Beverly, York, Brewer. Mar? at 12 at office of Hirst and Capes, James 


st, Harrogate 
Rayaols, 6 Launder, Redruth, Cornwall, Grocer. Mar 8 at 11 at office of Paige, 


wen ——_ Tyne Dock, Durham, Ship Chandler. Mar 7 at 3 at 32, Grainger st, 
ee onTyne. Stanford, Newcastle 
snag, Ohare, Warely, Essex, out of business. Marl4 at 3 at Guildhall Tavern, 
st. West and Co, Cannon st 
Sherwin, Edward, Grantham, Lincoln. Tailor. Mar 1 at 11 at office of Schofield, St 
onure hill, Grantham 
, Arthur George Sewallis, Burgess Hill, Sussex, Clerk in Holy Orders. Mar 13 
at3 at office of bag North st, Brighton 
Alexander, Darenth, Kent, Farmer. Mar 14 at 11 at office of Hayward, Low- 
field st, Dartford 


Soper, Thomas John, Bishop’s feignton, Devon, Grocer. Mar 8 at 12 at office of Pet- 
herick, Southernhay, Exeter 
Spencer, a Bedminster, Bristol, Grocer. Mar 5 at 2.30 at office of Salmon, Broad 
Bristo! 


Stapleton, William wees, Shefford, Bedford, Chemist. Mar 8 at 2 at office of Warner, 
head Chancery lane 
pion se rd, Timber Merchant. Mar 9 at 2 at office of Boyes and 
Child, Poultry. Lam rt and Co, John st, Bedford row 
Btevens, by an Lambeth rd, Theatrical Manager. Mar 6 at 11 at office of Moore, 


Stones, Samuel, Lodee Wakefield York, Fishmonger. Mar 8 at 3 at Golden Lion Hotel, North- 
allerton. akefield 
Sutcliffe, ane Plaian, Lancaster, Basket Maker. Mar 9 at 3 at office of Nowell, 
ves st, Burnley 
— Eli, New Cross rd, Draper. Mar 7 at 3 at office of Lea, Old Jewry chambers, 
ewry 
Thomas, Barton, Chester, Farmer. Mar 6 at 4 at office of Churton, Eastgate 


Thomas, 
bldgs, Chester 
illiam Williams, Anfield, nr Liverpool, Builder. Mar 14 at 3 at office of 

Roose and Co, North John st, Live 1. Ayrton, Liverpool 
— Charles William, Exeter, Clerk. Mar 9 at 3 at office of Reed, 254, High st, 


Tarbervil John, Oldswinford, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Mar 7 at 11 at office 
of Gould and Elcock, Lower High st, Stourbridge 

Turnbull, James, and Cuthbert Turnbull, Newcastle upon Tyne, Jewellers. Mar 8 at 2 
at office of Joel and Co, Newgate st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

bape yee William m st, Portmansq, Tailor. Mar 12 at 2 at office of Hogan 

Hughes, Martin’s ne, Cannon st 

ous, Frederick Joseph, and Joseph Pilkinton, Longborough, Leicester, Shoe Dealers. 
Mar 7 at 3 at office of Hales, Friar lane, Leicester. Gee and Parr, Leicester 

— William, Ross, yore Mercer. Mar 9 at 2 at Green Dragon Hotel, Hereford. 

erefo: 

Webster, John, and Henry Saunders Edwards, Crewkerne, out of business. Mar 12 at 
2 at Inns of Court Hotel. Jolliffe, Crewkerne 

Wellman, Harriet, Reading, Berks, Grocer. Mar8 at 3 at office of Creed, the Forbury, 


Wilkins, , Westbury upon Severn, Gloucester, Farmer. Mar9at 11 at office of 
York, Berkeley sq, Gloucester 

Williams, John, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Fruiterer. Mar 1 at 11 at office of Phillips, 
Canon st, Aberdare 
ili Thomas Saffery, and Charles Williams, Bolton, Paint Manufacturers. 

aa bay at 3 at office of Lees and Graham, King st, *Manchester. Dowling and Urry, 


wa Robert, Scarisbrick, nr a Lancaster, Farmer. Mar 7 at 11 at office of 
Beet wil and Co, Derby st, Ormskir 

W t, William Crowcott, Coventry, eee Victualler. Mar 8 at 2 at office of 
Minster, Trinity churchyard, Coventry 

Wulff, Henry August Wilhelm, ee ot Watchmaker. Mar 8 at 11 at office of 
Coulton, Birmingham 


Tvespay, Feb, 27, 1883. 


, Benjamin, Benjamin Barker, jun, Joseph Henry Barker, John Thomas Barker, 
and Albert Barker, Leeds, York, Woollen Manufacturers. Mar 9at 2 at office of 
Meddleton, Calverley chbrs. Victoria sq, Leeds 

no. James William, Chester le Street, Durham, Confectioner. Mar 14 at 11 at office 


Claypath, Durham 
asin James Vincent, Walbrook, Merchant. = 15 at 2.30 at office of Spain and 
Co, Coleman st and Battcock, Rood lan 

Basle. William John, pper Fore st, Edmonton, Butcher. Mar 16 at11 at office of 
Wolferstan and Co, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 

Beresford, Charles, Glossop, De vem, Innkeeper. Mar 9 at 3 et Clarence Hotel. Picca- 
dilly, Manchester. th Ashton under Lyne 

Bird, James, Russia ae roi st, Merchant, Mar 22 at 3 at office of Montagu, Buck- 


a Thomas Henry, Sonning, Berks, Grocer. Mar 12 at 3 atoffice of Creed, the For- 

ry, 

Booth, Jobn W 1, Dunham on ong Nottingham, Farmer, Mar 13 at 11 at office 
of Pivard igate, East Retford 

Brown, W: wed, Mats Matlock Bridge, Derby, Butcher. Mar 14 at 3 at office of 


Potser, Matlock Brid 
, William Shakespear, Middleton rd, Battersea Rise, Newspaper Proprietor. 
Mar sat 11 at ba ng illa, St John’s rd, Battersea Rise. Wilkins, Cannon st 
, Alfred, Leeds, Boot Dealer. Mar 12 at 1 at office of Rooke and Midgley, White 
Horse st, Boar  pomcbrees Leeds 


Carter, Richard, Leicester, Grocer. Mar 14 at 3 at office of Hales, Friar lane, Leicester. 
Gee and Parr, Leicester 
Chalwin. Alfred, 4, Dorking, Surrey, out of business, Mar 20 at 12 at office of Hart and 


Co, 
Chins, Mary Barrett Seieank Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Mar9 at 3 at office of 
Bradley, more row, Birminghat 
Clayton, Faomes, Orson, Nottingham, Hotel Keeper. Mar 14 at 12.30 at Saracen’s 
Newark on Trent. Cocka me, Nottingham 
, Aaron, Newchapel, a i. Victualler. Maril0 atllat Swan 
Inn, st, Tunstall. Salt, 
‘ond Grosvenor akg > a Mar 22 at 4 at office of Gifford, Gros- 


venor rd. 

it see se Chester, Cabinet Maker. Mar 12 at 11 at office of Green 
eda ings Stafford, General Dealer. Mar 9 at 2 at office of Bishop 

at ae a Bank ch p-  & 
olsen. John, Birmingham, out iness. Mar 12 at 11 at office of Price and Co, 
caiman oka habbo, Westmorland, Butcher. Mar 14 at 12 at County Court 

Office, Ambleside. Gates, jeside 
Cucksey, Frederic W' * Hoagh-on the the-Hill, Farmer. Mar 14 at 12 at offices of 


and Elmer at, ¢ 
meiaa: tsramen soc Clerk. ie 13 at 12 at offices of Evans, Exchange 


tr Carpenter. Mar 9 at 11 at offices of ee 





Devon: mney Rock, Worcester, Carpenter. Mar 19 at 11 at offices of Couchmas 
and wan st, Kidderminster 
cosas, Saeko. Mole, Grocer. Mar 12 at 12 at offices + 


i t, Victoria st, Ni 
Down, Wi ter, ast Farl h,. Kent Licensed Victualler, Mar 12 at 11 at offices of 
Monckton and Co, King oth ‘Maidstone 
ma , Groves, Birmingham, in Plate Worker. Mar 9 ude wt Ht 


ham 
Ellis, Charles, pg zhomes st, Wine Merchant. Mar 21 at 2 at offices of Josoiyas 


metwiale So Seah Tako ant and John Entwistle, Kearsley, Lancaster, Timber Merchant, 
Mar 15 at 3 at offices of ones and Cennon, Acresfield, Bolton 
Nottingham, Paviour. May 13 at 3.30 at offices of Webster, 
Wheeler , Nottingham 
Fish, mg mates , Middlesborough, Glass Merchant. Mas 10 at 10 at office of Teale, Albert 


riciaber, a neat Rakin, on, Derby, out of business, Mar 9 at 3 at office of Widdowson, 
Market Hall, Eckingt x 2 
Foothorape, John Seaual, King’s Norton, Worcester, Paper Box Maker. Mar 8 at yj 
at office of Kaden, Bennett's hill, fei, a 
Garrett, a Se the Parade, L' Lordsh ip lane, Dulwich, Grocer, Mar 14 at 11 at 58, Chan. 
cery jane. 2 ae me , Chancery lane 
Gibbons, Henry, Boot Jronsinatann. Mar 14 at 1 at office of Rooke and Midgley, 
White Horse st, Boar lane, 
Goldstein, George, aacouees ma, , Tobacconist’s Assistant. Mar165 at 11 g 
office of Godfrey, Chancery lane 
Goodall, Henry, olverhampton, Fruiterer. Mar 9 at 11 at office of Rhodes, Queens, 
Wolverhampton 
Grace, Edwin, Southampton, Corn Merchant, Mar 12 at 12 at office of Robins, Portland 
st, a 
Greatbach, ve am, Liverpool, Baker, Mar 10 at 12 at office of Horner, Stafford i, 
Liverpoo 
Greendale, Benjamin, Nottingham, Upholsterer. Mar 12 at 3 at office of Wells sui 
Hind, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 
Gregory, James, Skerton, Lancaster, Stonemason. Mar 15 at 11 at office of Clark and 
Co, Sun st, Lancaster 
Griffin, John Alfred, ht a ae out of business. Mar 16 at 11 at office of Stallani, 
Copenhagen st, Worceste 
Griffiths, William, and William Walter Griffiths, Manchester, Plumbers. Mar 9at3at 
office of Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Manchester 
Griffiths, William Harries, Pembery, Carmarthen, Draper. Mar 13 at 10.30 at office of 
Walters, St Mary st, Carmarthen 
Hampson, James, Bootle-cum-Linacre, Lancaster, Baker. Mar 13 at 2 at office of 
Murphy, Crosshall st, Liverpool. Maunder, Liverpool 
Heaver, Edward, New Thornton Heath, Dairyman. Mar 14 at 3 at office of Davies, 
Old Je’ chmbrs 
Hickman, Walter Charles, Lowther arcade, Strand, Fancy Goods Merchant. Marla 
3 at office of White, New inn, Strand 
Hunter, Henry James, Willenhall, Stafford, Builder, Mar 16 at 12 at office of Slater, 
Butcroft, Darlaston Pf) 
ieia, aaee Grange pk rd, Leyton, Clerk. Mar 6 at 1 at office of Moss, Grace. 
church st 
Iles, William Samuel, Albany rd, Camberwell, Brick Merchant. cond 14 at 3 ab law 
Society, epee ed lane. Thatcher, Bennet’s hill, Doctor’s comm: 
Ives, John, and Frederick Ives, Shipley, York, Builders. Mar 9 at oir at office of Mun- 
ford and "J ohnson, Bradford 
Jeffards, James, Kidderminster, Worcester, Fishmonger. Mar 12 at 3 at office of Rola 
and Dawes, Bank bdgs, Kidderminster 
Johnson, William, Leeds, Commercial serie. Mar 13 at 12 at Law Institute, Alles 
pl, Albion st, Leeds. Cross, Bradfor¢ 
King, Thomas ‘Beckensale, Maidenhead, Berks, Tailor. Mar 13 at 2 at 83, Gresham, 
Jones, Maidenhead 
Lake, Samuel, and Thomas Walmsley Taylor, Victoria st, Contractors. Mar 16at2% 
office of Lumley and Lumley, Conduit st, Bond st 
Leeman, Rev William lamer, Walton le Wold, Lincoln, Clerk in Holy Orders. Mar? 
at 11 at Masons Hotel, Lo’ Wood, Lou th 
Leo, Isaac David, Fulham = estan Dealer. Mar 12 at 12 at office of Leverton, 
Devonshire , Bishopsgate st 
Long, George, sershore, Socom, Dairyman. Mar 9 at 11 at office of Williams, 
Worcester chbrs, Pierpoint st 
Longmire, John Park, Kendal, Westmorland, Painter. Mar 12 at 11 at office of Bobson, 
Finkle st, Kendal 
Mackenzie, ~ Burnley, Lancaster, Currier. Mar 16 at 2 at Golden Lion Hote 
Briggate, Leeds. Hodson, Burnley : 
Marsden, William, Burnley, Brewer. Mar 16 at 12 at Exchange Hotel, Burnley. 
Knowles, Burnley 
Mason, Thomas, Stratford, Essex, Hatter. Mar 7 at 10 at Victoria park road, Soul 
Hackney 
ey, Tae, Lower Sydenham, Kent, Builder. Mar 12 at1 at Stoney lane, Ca 
ore 
Melville. James, Manchester, Commission Agent. Mar 12 at 3 at office of Rideal, 
Brazenose st, Manchester 
Merritt, sehe, , Birmingham, Bar Fitter. Mar 13 at 11 at office of Smith, Colmore rom, 
Birmingha 
Miller, John, ‘Norwich, Tobacconist, Mar 10 at 12 at office of Emerson, Rampant Hore 
st, Norwich 
gy pny Banbury, Oxford, Photographer. Mar 13 at 3 at office of Faiths, 
ridge st, Banbury : A 
Moody, James, Redruth, Cornwall, Photographer. Mar 13 at 11 at office of Pages 
Co, West End, Redruth 
Morgan, Edwin James, Hay, Brecon, Bootmaker, Mar 14 at office of Phillips, Small# 
Bristol, in lieu of place originally named 
Musto, Edward George, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Mar 12 at 11 at office 
Cottrell, Temple row, Birmingham 3 
Oxley, William, Kingstone, Kent, Blacksmith. Mar ]4at11 at Queen’s Head, 
Canterbury. Gibson, Sittingbourne ; 
Page, James, Bilston, Stafford, Greengrocer. Mar 16 at 11 at office of Rhodes, Que 
st, Wolverhampton 
Paget, Thomas Cumberland, High st, Clapham, Nurseryman, Mar 16 at 3 atoffios 
of Cannon, Wool Exchange, Coleman st 
Paice, William, Reading, Job Master. Mar 14 at 11 at offices of Newman, Friat # 


in, 
Phillips, Richard, Balsall Heath, Worcester, out of business, Mar 12 at 11 at offices of 
Kast and Smith, Old sq, egg oe dt 
Plummer, James Purdey, Hythe, Kent, Linen Draper, Mar 10 at 11 at offices | 
Mallam, High st, Hythe 
Preston, Charles, West Hartlepool, Railway Fireman. Mar 9 at 3 at offices of Teale, 
Albert rd, Middlesboroug’ 
us, Abergele, Denbigh, Hotel Keeper. Mar 17 at 12.90 at Albion 
Davies and Roberts, Ri Rhyl 
hard, Peterborough, out of business, Mar 16 at 11 at offices of 


Priestgate, P Peterboroug’ 
read, pte _Fioabury pavement, Tobacconist, Mar 14 at3at offices of Hopes 
nity war’ 
ge sys mas, Leeds, Hat Manufacturer. Mar 12 at 3 at offices of Harland, 


Rhodes, Thomas William, Eckington, Derby, Farm Manager. Mar 13 at 3 ab 1a” 
Society, Bank st, Sheffield, ~— and aa ghemtela 
Richardson, Robert, Thorganby, York, Tailor, Mar 10 4 abt at offices of Dale, Bist 








ir 8 at I 


Wells and 
Clark and 
r Stallard, 
ar 9 at 3 at 
at office of 
t office of 
of Davies, 
Mar 2a 
of Slat, 
188, Grace 
3 at Taw 
co of Mum 
6 of Bolen 
ate, Altim 
iresham s, 
r 15 abla 
ors, Mar) 
f Leverton, 
+ Williams, 
of Bobson, 
Lion Hotel 
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rad, South 
lane, Cae 
» of Rideal, 
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spant Hee 
of Fairtas, 
f Pageanl 
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at officett 
| Head Ins, 
odes, Quest 
t 3 at offices 
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at offices of 
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and Corbett, seg) meds ag ety fe 
jenn, High ra, Chiswick, Oliman. 


Bale, Lavender hill, Veterinary Farrier. 


— uate. Wie Lancaster, Engineer. 


ence ene 
gu Protorck Richa, ae, Teukeeper. Mar 21 at 4 at office of Mallam, High st, 
: William George, Cardiff, Traveller. Mar 8 at 3 at office of Ensor, Arcade chbrs, 


en Ge 


aS Bedford, Butcher. Mar 12 at 11 at George Hotel, Bedford. Conquest 


== 1, Tailor. Mar 9 at 12 at office of Paul, Corn st, Bristol 


and Co, Coe cnet bill, har By worth 


Charles, G! 
and Le’ ay pl Holborn 


fee 


Altre Besant, hetcn. Werwipk, Jowete  yoreman. Mar 10 at 11 at office 
Mar 9 at 3 at office of Hetherington, South 
liam, Culmatock, Devon, Blacksmith, Mar 13 at 13 at office of Bond, Wel- 
Mar 7 at 2 at office of Patience, 


Remneniay rd, Battersea, Builder, Mar 6at2 at office of Cor- 
rd, South Kensington, no business. Mar 20 at 3 at office of 
Salop, no occupation. Mar 9 at 11 at 7, Normacott 


The rg je 
28s. ; 


ion to the 


Mar 13 at 11 at office of Where difficulty is 
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* xaderioy and Marfleet az VEYANCING ACT 29 
a oo Surmnowth th, Builder, Mar 12 at 3 at office of Druitt, Town-| Reviawe sss ne eee a 202 
emout! 
Richard Thomas, Nafferton, York, Bricklayer. Mar 19 at 2 at office of White, prey a coos 303 os  — nee 


i 


Id. 
Watson, 


ne 


ion dias 


Moses gate, Lancaster, Fruiterer. 
son, oe 8q, pg on 


“ao. Ee oamed, 


Wika, Henry, Leeds, 


Bailey Station Hotel, Soothill. Ibberson, Dewsbu: 
Wright, Samuel, North Muskham, Nottingham, 
Buckby, Gresham chbrs , Beastmarket hill, Nottingham 


John Dawson, Marlborough hill, St John’s Wood, Artist. Mar 14 at 12 at 
Boag st aes Cannon st, Dubois and Reid, Pancras lane, Queen st 
Lenham, Kent, Grocer, Mar 9 at 11 at office of Monckton and 


a Henry, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Publican. Mar 8 at 12 at 
Willem —_ pl, Newark-on-Trent 
Mar 9 at 3 at office of Robin- 
_— Charles, . ony Lancaster, Paint Manufacturer. Mar 13 at 4.15 at office of 
and G: King st, Manchester. Dowling and Urry, Bolton 

ottyn, Glamorgan, Grocer. Mar 15 at 11 at cffice of Shepard, 
Saffery, Bolton, Lancaster, Paint Manufacturer. Mar 13 at 4 at 
Lees and Graham, King st, Manchester. Dowling and Urry, Bolton 
- Tanner. Mar 14 at 2.30 at office of Scatcherd and Hopkins, 
Wine, Albert, and Frederick Edward Winch, Dewsbury, Tailors. Mar 12 at 2.30 at| 45, 99» 


“Victualler. Mar 12 at 3 at office of 


Ex Mellor 


way 


as Mason 


-Pigott v. Smyth-Pigott 
Bul ore V. Wynter . 
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Hack vy. The London Provident —_ 
Ms o 293 





Kendall v. Marshall, Stevens, & Co. 294 
The North London Railway Com- 

pany v. The Great Northern Rail- 
IMPANY «+00 sccces secveece 
Ex parte Griffith. se cecceececececs secs 
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Notices TO CORRESPONDENTS.—A// communications intended for publication 
in the Sooner JOURNAL must be authenticated by the name and address of 


The “Editor does not hold himself responsible for the return of rejected commuxi- 








SHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat 


‘at extracted. 
fea Facul Jreacenee * ” ~ most nutritious, 


ious, per~ 
ES (tar invalids isan Children va 


ee the entire Medical Press 
Being oat sugar, *p le, oF other admixture, it suits 


all palates, kee all climates, and is four times 
the strength doy THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 
arch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER such Mixtures. 
ia Brenkfnet Oup, costing lees than « halfpenny.” 
a 

Cocoatma a La Amr isthe most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
ticher chocolate is — 
alge. 6d., 38., 58. 6d., &c.. by Chemists 

Charities on 8: the Sole Proprietors, 
H, SCHWEITZER & CO 10, poy Aten d London, W.C. 








ANTED, in an Office at the Wost Ena 
of cit enon, a Gentleman thoroughly acquainted 
mcg Aye ancing Practice, and compe- 
a requ act without supervision.—Address, 
ees dticalionn, previous ene, with 
uired, M. A., care of May’s Ad- 
fusing Gatoas: 159, Piccadilly, W F 

DP STRAINTS, Appraisements, Probate 
Tinea ee Rents collected weekly, Tenants 
Cleared out, T: and Country Jobs. Penge Broraex 
pa 1, Little. V White Lion-street, Seven Dials, Parish 

and Inland Revenue Brokers,—Established 25 years. 
roy MUSSE’S FUREIGN ADVEk- 
ne OFFICES have REMOVED 





to more convenient 


16 and 1 UEEN bee 
fons eens “2 
ia 


MANSION HOUSE, ag 
Set. 
8th Edition of General News- 


Qieen Vion logue ye sent tree on ——-!- and 18, | 





EXT of EIN. i in Particulars of 

former A for Heirs of ANDRE 
Next-of-Kin to GENERAL 
kk, died in India.—W. M., 
val shows Lincoin’ er 


jks FRENOH GOODE vot COMMERCE, 
with Commentary and a Compendium of the Course 
Shoe recodure before the Trib of 
of French Judicial Terms, By LEOPOLD 
x , Solicitor won in Far Licencie en droit. 


N2Wron's PATENT L LAW and PRAC- 
Sac oe pole ating oe 
Patent and giving” all Confirmation, and st 
to advise his Clients, By A. v. 


london, aati: Wand wine 
Die 8 tee, in 08S hse, 0, cmareryctane, 


McCORMI 
are of G, ’. ‘ior 





2? 


from a q 


for costes | 





ESTABLISHED 1825, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 203, and ry TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 


Estimates an i free for entirely Fur- 
nishi anh maatenag, rs, Offi &ec. 
~PAINTING, DEOORATING, & HOUSE REPAIRS.— 





PR na cagh Oak Furniture, Reproductions from Ancient 
. Bedroom Furniture, including Bedstead and 
Beading. ts from £7 10s. per set. 
THIRTY LARGE SHOW ROOMS, 


Hewetsox, THEXTON, & Peaxt, 
» W. 
J and 204, Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
N B.— = ousehold Furniture Warehoused or Removed 
on reasonable terms 





a FOR THE YEAR 1883. 


Ess ESS DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 

es & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and C: Houses, Business Premises, 
Buil Land, * Ground- rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Toke mhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the City of London, as follows :— 


Tu Mar.6 | Tu , May 29 } Tuesday, Aug. 7 

Tuesday, June 5 , Aug. 14 

» June 12 Tuesday, Aug. 21 

Tesedey’ June 19 | Tuesday, Aug. 28 
Tue Tu 


Tuesday, 
Tuesday, May Tuesday, July 24 | Tuesday, Dec. 11 
Tuesday, May 22 Tuesday, July 31 


Pn 5 = be | on other ge those 

ve 8) ie notice in case shou ven, 

in order to insure proper able the period OE ones 

such notice and the auction must, of course, veneered 

pe ar be the nature of the property intended to be 
heapside, London, 


Mss HOSES. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
& BRIDGEWATER'S LIST of | 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including | 





wesday, July 17 | Ra Nov. 20 





Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting | 
and 8h 
Charges, House Property and ivestnenn gener, i 





of 
po SOLICITORS and Others.—Lofty ona | 
Sakon, TS 0, 27, Cumens iene tenseaiey ine the New Law 
Courts), from ae per annum per room.—Apply to Mesars, 
Laurer & Co, tants, on 


= | ine’ 
Premises, | toed, St. Joba's Wood, and 1 4, Grafton-street, 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE » BES » MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of tLe 


Judicial Bench, Corporation of London &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES. UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 

94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 





ST. JOHN’S WOOD and PADDINGTON. 


Important Leasehold Estates, comprising 
class private residences, stabling, and ae 
ises, in the very best positions, let to ten- 
ants, and offering to investors an seouaanie now 
rarely to be met with. 
MB, MILLAR is instructed to SELL by 
AUCTION, at the MA Tokeuhouse-yard, 
Lothbury, on WEDNES SSDAY Nance 14 next, at TWU 
o'clock. precisely, the following valuable LEASEHOLD 


Lot.| Properties. 











F St, Jonn’s Wood. 
| 34 Marlborough-road Aer 


» Marlborough: 
| 31, Marlborough-place...... 
3, Abercorn- ge peceise 





} 


@ eescess co © oc 
% 














| _ As will be seen, the above 2 some of the best 
houses in St. John’s Wood, ee built, and are 
| let _at very moderate rentals, some of the leases having 
a a The property is yearly in- 
creasing in value, and may be looked with the 
| geeahens cuntdanan bey inveasteis aul dan generally- 
and conditions of sale may be had at the 
ot eet, © 2 6. San 8S, Sa 
dhn's Wood, and 14; Graftouratiens Proedly. 





Ses ee 


i 
i 
i 


cere ope 


wt a a An anne 


ancneronpecmoernaenesere - 
rn Oe ST aa 


sattseiaieainieniatenainiaertnaaeeitenrinitieninininn 


“<- ononnpemantaraene naan wee wane nannenamnameneapenterare 
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SALES FOR THE YEAR 1883. 


ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO. beg to announce that the following 

DAYS have been fixed for their SALES during the year, 
1883, to be held at the MART, Tokenhouse Yard, E.C. :— 
Thursday, Mar. 15 | Thursday, June 14 | Thursday, Aug. 9 
Tuesday, April3 | Thursday, — Tuesday, Oct. 2 
Thursday, . 19} Tuesday, Jul; ~ ey Tuesday, Oct. 16 
Thursday, ays tee mins = a7 12 
Thursday, May Tuesday, J 
Thursday, 4 31 Tuesday, zaly 3 
ial Sales will be arrang 
ace, Strand, W.C., and 18, told 








Other appointments for S 

—Nos. 5 and 6, Lancaster-place 

Broad-street, E.C. 

By order of Executors.—Small Freehold and Leasehold 
vestment, producing a net income of £126 a year. 


P 
NV ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO. will SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, E.C., on MARCH 16, 1883, at TWO o'clock, a 
FREEHOLD HOUSE, No. 53, Great Ormond-street, W. C. ® 
let in tenements ; and the Leasehold House, No. 4, 
Orange-street, Red Lion-square, at present let on agree- 
ment, but with early possessiun. 
Particulars may be obtained of Messrs. Farebrother, 
Bilis, Clark, & Co., 5 and 6, r-place, Strand, 
W.C., and 18, Old Broad-street, B.C. 


Building Land, close to Hyde-park, suitable for the erec- 
tion of important town mansions, with stabling at rear. 


ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO. will offer for SALE by AUCTION, 
at the MART, E. C., on THURSDAY, MARCH 15, at TWO 
o’clock precisely, in Two Lots, a highly valuable PLOT 
of FREEHOLD LAND in Knightsbridge. Tt is of suffi- 
cient frontage for the erection of two mansions, and 
contains a — for blocks of stabling at their rear, with 
an approach. 

Particulars of Messrs. Tidy & Tidy, Solicitors, 27, Sack- 
ville-street, W.; and of Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, 
Clark, & Co., 5 and 6, ——— a Strand, W.C., and 
18, Old Broad- street, London, E.C 











ENFIELD, MIDDLESEX. 

A Freehold Building Estate (land-tax redeemed and tithe 
free) of about 25 acres, nearly equi-distant between the 
Bush-hill-park and Enfield Stations on the Great 
Eastern Line, and only a short remove from the Enfield 
Station on the Great Northern. The land has an ex- 
tensive frontage to; Southborough-road, and abuts in 
the rear to the Bush-hill-park Estate, which is being 
rapidly developed. 

EsSks, FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO. are instructed to SELL, at the 

MART, Tokenhouee-yard, E.C., on THURSDAY, 

MARCH 15, ehh A gevren in One Lot (unless pre- 

viously disposed rts vate contract), the above im- 

portant SUTLDING sha TE, with possession. 

May be viewed, and particulars and plans obtained 
from Messrs. Lewis & Sons, Solicitors, No. 7, Wilming- 
tou-square, W.C.; Messrs. Miller & Miller, Solicitors, 13, 
Sherborne-lane, King William-street, E.C.; at the King’ 8 
Head Inn, Enfield; and of Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, 
Clark, & Co., 5 and 6, Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C., and 
18, Old Broad-street, EC. 


By order of Executors.—Valuable Leasehold Investment 
at Westminster, one out of extensive premises in 
Grosvenor-road, and held for an unexpired term of 15 
years at the low ground-rent of £95, and underlet for 
the whole term, less a few days, at rents amounting to 


£390 a year. 

ESSKS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 

CLARK, & CO. are instructed to offer the above 

INVESTMENT for SALE by AUCTION, at the MART, 
E.C., on TUESDAY, APRIL 3, at TWO punctually. 

Particulars may be obtained of Messrs. Oliver & Sons, 
Union Bank-chambers, 61, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 
W.C.; at the Mart, E.C. ; ‘and of Messrs. Farebrother, 
Ellis, ‘ Glark, & Co., 5 and 6, Lancaster-place, Strand, 
W.C., and 18, Old Broad. street, E.C. 

INVESTMENTS.—SHOP PROPERTIES. 
AAR. F. ELLIS MORRIs will SHELL by 
4 AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 

Bank, E.C., on WEDNESDAY, MARCH 14, 1883, at TWO 
o'clock precisely, as follows :— 

By order of the Mortga en goee, .—CHARING CROSS.—The 
dukelin BUSINESS PREMISES, No. 7, Hemming’s- 
— a capital position for trade, being as it is one of the 

hief approaches to Charing-cross Station, and. in close 
proximally to Leicester-square, the Strand, and Trafalgar- 
square. The house is in capital repair, and contains the 
usual living rooms, and a well-arranged Tobacconist’s 
shop, and is Jet on lease for the full term at £130 per 
annum. Held on lease at a low ground-rent. 

WESTMINSTER BRIDGE ROAD —A valuable FREE- 
HOLD ESTATE, comprising a block of Five Shops with 
Dwelling-houses, known as Nos, 88, 90, 94, 96, and 98, 
ina capital situation, between 

‘ge’s einetam on the east 
She of this well- nl high road, The houses are in 
good repair, and are all let on leases at rents amounting 
to £300 per annum. 

Particulars may be obtained at the Mart, Tokenhouse- 
yard; and of Mr. F. Ellis Morris, Auctioneer, Nos. 1 and 
2, Poultry, 











FFICES or CHAMBERS.—To be Let, 
the Upper Part of a House in the Strand (South 
side), Gunmen Somerset House and the New Law Courts. 
—Fuill particulars may be had on application to Jouw 
Haszr, eto 33, Southampton-street, Strand, 


Sales for the year 1883, 


ecco J CORD A Be BAKER & bf aga 
nonnes that thei 
and Copyhold PROP! PRO 


Bs ga 
Fokenhotse er, Be Bank, on py * following Wi 
ees Wednsday Jun 27 | Wedneday Oct 24 
Wednsday ph 11} Wednsday Nov 7. 
Wodneday ‘ape 11 ee July 25 ' Wednsday Nov 21 
Wednsday Apr 25 nsday yo 15 | Wednsday Dec 5 
Wednsday May 16 Wotuedey Aug 29 | Wednsday Dec 12 
Wednsday May 23 | Wednsday rma Ly 
Wednsday Jun 13 | Wednsday Oct o, 
Auctions can, if necessary, be on on other days.—St. 
Stephen’ meno egghem Moorgate-street, 
Bank, E.C., and Kilburn, 


see res of 8 of FREEHOLD, Le Toasehold, 

Interests, 

"at the MART, 
‘ednesdays :— 











Solicitors, Trustees, Liquidators, and Others are requested 
to notice that SALES by AUCTION will be held at the 
AUCTION MART, London, E.C., by 


i ESSRS. STANLEY, ROBINSON, & CO. 

on the following DATES, at ONE for TWO 
o’clock precisely—March 19, April ‘93, May 28, June 25, 
July 23, August 27, September 24, October 22, ‘November 
26, and December i7—of Reversions, Life Policies, Annui- 
ties, Shares, Stocks, and Debentures, free of any charge, 
if not sold; ‘if sold, a per cent. on the amount realized, 
but no commission to be less than 2s. 6d. Also, Freehold 
and Leasehold Estates, &c., upon liberal terms, which 
may be known on application at the offices of the Auc- 
tioneers, Poultry-chambers, 11, Poultry, and 24, Queen 
Victoria-street, London, E.C, 


ESSRS. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 

to announce that their SALES by AUCTION of 

—e bn es Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, &c., 

a, held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, and 
ridays. 

The attention of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, and 
others is particularly called to this ready means for the 
disposal of property of deceased and other clients. 

In consequence of the a, of their Sales, Messrs. 
J. & D. are enabled to include large or small quantities at 
short notice (if required). 

Valuations for bate or Transfer. Terms on oer 
cation to the City Auction Rooms (established 1793), 38 
and 39, Gracechurch-street, E.C. 

Messrs. Johnson & Dymond beg to notify that the'r 
Auction Sales of Wearing Apparel, Piece Goods, House- 
hold and Office Furniture, Carpets, Bedding, ke., are 
held on each day of the week (Saturdays excepted). 








AUCTION ROOMS 


Specially for the Sale of Literary Property, Music, and 
ry of Art, 47, LEICESTER SQUARK, LONDON, 


N /ESSRS. PUTTICK & SIMPSON beg tc 
announce that the above rooms are open daily for 
the reception of all kinds of Literary and Art Property, 
Musical Collections, &c., intended for Sale a we 
Messrs. P. & 8. feel assured that the necessary knowledge 
(gained only by lon experience) and the extensive con- 
nection enjoyed by their firm will bea sufficient guarantee 
to solicitors and others that such property entrusted tc 
their care will be arranged for sale in the most advan- 
tageous manner. 
Valuations for Probate or Legacy Duty, or for Public 
or Private Sale. 
EstaBLispEp (tn Prccapiix) 1794. 


BONUS RESULTS. 


THE PROFITS paid in cash by the Sun Lire Orrics 
are exceptionally large, surpassing those hitherto given, 
and for which the Society has been so justly noted, and 


averaging 
per Cent. of the Annual Premium (more than 
1} Premiums), “— payable in cash ; 


284 fer Cent, of the ya A Premium (more than 
? Premiums) aaoed to the sum assured. 
FExemplified more fully, at the average age 3§, by the 
following table :— 














Years | : Premium 
in | Cash. | Reversion. Redhoed 
Force. | Original 
| 
| Premium £2s.da/ &38. d, | £ s. d. 
aE 41 8 1 8716 1; 2619 9 
10 age 35, 4614 9 91:17 1, 328 
15 413 7 8 44; #1919 8 
20 £1,000 46 14 11 76 * : 1667 3 
25 55 8 10 83 ll 6 4 
30 | £2868] 72 8 3 101 16 8. 312 
Still entitled 








£300 8 5 £525 14 7 | to future: 
| |__ profits, 


Assuming future profits are as large (which may be 
confidently expected, owing to the increasing business 
and large reserves of the Company), New Entrants ma; 
anticipate that, on a Policy for £1,000, the Bonus will, 
fered ears, amount to £625 ; the Cash (with 4 per Cent. 

equal £505; or a continual reduction of 
the meg Ba on amounting to £24 14s. 

Ages other than 35 fh proportion to the Premiums 


char; 
a Bonus Options at each Division. No Partner- 
Simple Proposal 











og Liability. Modern Practice. 
Forme. Immediate Settlements. if 





HULL CORPORATION STOCK, 


Interest at £3 108. per cent. per annum, 
half-yearly at the Bank of Englana or oy 
of their Country Branches. 


FIRST ISSUE OF £500,000 STOCK. 
” weer ee 


MINIMUM PRICE OF ISSUE, £04 PER CENT, 


First Dividend, ines Six Months’ Interest, payable on 
1st July, 1883, 


Trustees or other persons for the time being having 
power to invest any moneys in nominal debentures o; 
nominal debenture stock issued under the Local Loans 
a are @ to invest in Stock issued under 
this Act 

THE BANK of ENGLAND give notice that by 
ments made with the Corporation of Hull, under 
4 of the ‘‘ Hull Corporation Loans Act, 1881,” and in 
pursuance of a resolution of the Town Council, »gbey will 
be prepared to receive tenders for = 000 of Cor. 
poration Stock, bearing interest at £3 10s. per cent. per 
annum, payable half-yearly at the Bank of England o 
any of their Country Branches. 

The books of the Stock will be kept at the Bank of 
England. Holders of Stock will be able to take out Stock 
Certificates to bearer, with coupons a 
by delivery, at the same rate of Charge as exists a; 
present in the case of Government’ Stock. vidend 
warrants will be transmitted by post, if desired, anj 
Transfers and Stock Certificates to bearer will be free 
from stamp duty. 

The Stoce! will be secured not only upon the 
District and Highway Rates, which are unlimited, 
also on the Water undertaking of the Borough, and upon 
revenues derived by the Corporation from Real Estate, 
Market Tolls and Fees, Water Bailiffs’ Dues, the Court of 
Record and Myton Court Fees, the capital value of which 
is estimated by the Corporation at the sum of £850,00 
and upwards, 

The Rateable value of the _— Borough exceeds 
£600,000. The gross revenue of the Corporation from its 
Water undertaking and from its other is shown 
by the accounts to be over £61,000. The debt of the Cor. 
poration is thus amply secured without touching the 
Rates upon these receipts. The accounts show that the 
outstanding debt of he Corporation on the. 25th Mareh, 
1882, was £505,302 4s. 

The present issue of ‘Stock i is for the purpose of paying 
off the existing Corporation mortgages secured on the 
Local Rates, which mortgages the Corporation have nor 
the option of redeeming, and for raising a sum whichile 
Corporation have authority to borrow under the “Hal 
Corporation Loans Act, 1881,” and the Acts thenn 
ee and the “ Hull Extension and Improvement 

ct. ” 

The Corporation have under their Loans Act of 18% to 
— a Sinking Fund which, at the end of sixty years, 

rom March, 1883, shall be sufficient to redeem at og 
Corporation "Stock now proposed to be issued, 
poration are empowered to invest such Sinking Fads 
the purchase of this Stock. 

Tenders may be for the whole or any part of the Stock, 
and must state what amount of money will be given for 
every £100 of the Stock. ‘Tenders for other than even 
hundreds of me any or a @ price including fractions of 
shilling other than will not be accepted. 
are to be delivered ate. Chief Cashier's Office, Bauk of 
England, before two o'clock, on Monday, 5th March, 1883. 
Tenders at different prices must be on separate forms. 
‘The amount of Stock applied for must be written on the 
outside of the tender. 

The minimum price, below which no tender will be 
accepted, has been fixed at £04 for every £100 of Stock. 

A deposit of five per cent, on amount of Stock 
tendered for must be paid at the same office at the time 
of the delivery of the tender, and the deposit must not be 
enclosed in the tender. Where no allotment is miadethe 
deposit will be returned, and in case of allotment 
the balance. of the deposit will be app towards the 
first instalment. 

n the event of the receipt of tenders for a large 
sunamins of Stock than that proposed to be issued at 
above the minimum price, the tenders at the lowest mre 
accepted will be subject to a pro rata diminution. 

The dates at which the further payments on of 
the said Loan will be required, are as follows :— 

On Tuesday, 13th March, 1883, so: much. of the amout 
tendered and accepted as, when added to the deposit, wil 
leave Seventy-five Pounds (Sterling) to be paid for each 
hundred pounds of Stock. 

On Tuesday, 10th April, 1883, £25 per cent. ; 

On Wednesday, 2nd May, 1883, _ = cent. ; 

On Friday, lst June, 1883, £25 pe 

The instalments may be paid i in ore y or after the 13th 
March, 1883, under discount at the rate of £3 10s jee) 
cent. per annum. In case of “lefanlt in the payment 
any instalment at its 8 date the deposit and instal- 


ments Swill be one 
Interest wil able lst January 
each year, and six Rare interest, calculated on as 
amount of the Stock, will be paid on the Ist July, 198. 
Scrip Certificates to bearerswill be issued in 
for the oat oe receipts. 
The Stock will be inscribed in the Bank 
after the 2nd June, 1883, but Sesip p pad up in fall, 
ticipation, may be inscribed forth veel 
“—_ tender will be received unless u upon the form, 
which can be obtained at the Chief Cashier’s Office, — 
of ert of Messrs. Mullens, Marshall, & pos a 
Brokers, 4, bard Street, London, E.C.; 
Borough Treasurer, Town Hall, Hull. 
Bank of England, London 
28rd February, ‘1383 
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